The i-iurkin Conspiracy , J " 4/1 1 /ag 

In a 4/l/8^ memo I noted that the dust jacket is written to suggest that it 
is through iielanson' s efforts that what was released under FOIa was released. I 
also noted that in lids acknowledgements he makes no mention at all of the abundance 
of records that are available or how they were made available. / ^ c !4j 

Before beginning to read I made a further perfunctory check and it confirms 
what I suggested, that he wants it believe*/ that he discovered sex and invented the wheel, 
od that lie personally dug it all up. I’m sure the average reader and probably book 
publisher and editor have this impression, ^t is false. 

„ t . harjJ w HiJ'i.fa 

ihe copy 01 the book he sent me has what is superficially a very fine (comnent to 
me on the first blank page, -‘•t says that all are indebted to me for ray "unwavering 
/Commitment to the public right to know." It says nothing of my FOIA litigation that 
forced the liURKEH ( and other FBI and DJ records I've not yet seen mentioned) out of 
oblivion or even that thA suit, filed in 1975, is still before the courts in 1989. 

Not" does he mention the great labors and investment of time and money.iby Jim fesar in 
pursuing this costly and extensive litigation by means of which the i ' 1 elanson 4 s of 
the world and of so-called scholarship have free access to those records. 

This led me to check the index under my name. There is no reference to any liti- 
gation, this or other, and no reference under bibliography to my other books. (Most 
of what he there lists is not relevant and appears to me to be the padding of phony 
scholarship. ) I'll comment on some of these bits of text as I comment on the book but 
I here note that when he finally gets around to saying something about me he both lies, 
and I use this word because he knows the truth, and employs what can be regarded and I do 
regard as a childish effort at depri cation: "Assassinologist (which l^am not) Harold 
Weisberg lias had extensive access to Hay. Weisberg served as investigator for James 
H. Deoar, a Washington, D.C. attorney, when nesar represented Hay for a period of years 
in the 1970s." He continues with other comments, such as the tine I spent with Hay, etc. 

/i /oT 

I regard it is just plain and deliberate dishonesty, to make any reference at 
all to the great and difficult labor of Lesar in the Ray evidentiay hearing, §£ which 
I've seen no reference, not, even a hint that it took place, again, the only apparent 

reason is to pretend that eteanso/v alone did it all. This is really outrageous because Jim 

carried most of the work in those two weeks of hearings. (page 27) 

In this regard J - note that iielanson makes no reference to them or to the trancscripts 
of then ho could have gotten from £esar or me. (Tills suggests that as with the other 

exploiters, like Seheim and John H. Davis the crime is immaterial and their theories 

are all that matter. ) What in the hell kind of scholarship is it when he ignores the one 
adducing and testing of evidence under the American judicial system, with live witnesses 
and cross examination? This is not in his bibliography bjrt • L ony Summers "Conspiracy," 
which is on the JFK assassination, is? 

Then there is the bit about me being one of -Cesar's investigators, a reasonable 
interpretation of his employing "an." He has none and we did not have that relationship, 
as ■'leap-nson knew very well. I was the defense investiga or, Ray’s, working with the lawyers, 
of whom Jim was one of three. 

Tills kind of writing and these misrepresentations serve to and clearly have 
the intent to deprecate what I# didand to suggest still further that i-1 elanson did it all. 
Lsbhj^shGT -. * * * [IMumiU . DruAf-iJ Ml u, twn- p Hltxf 

On an unnumbered page before the dedication cage iielanson has an asterisk after 
"MIEKIM" in Ms title and a footnote reading "The code name KURKIN is used to s iggest 
a conspiracy manifesting a clandestine modus operac^ii and involving elements of 
American intelligence." jie also has a quotation from an Alex Rosen (General Investigative 
Division^ to "Assistant Director be Loach" when in fact Rosen also was an assistant 
director, as apparently Iielanson did not know and when in fact that whs his channel to 
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Hoover, in which Rosen suggest/ KUHKIif as; tho code name. implication is of intelli- 
gence but only to the ignor-uit and it is not reasonably or honestly subject to any 
ouch suggestion. It is standard practise and it is, as Rosen states, tin effeciency 

iN reference and is "utilized in order to more effeciently handle th nail.?, 4 As the 

self -portrayed expert ;,i elanson apparently does not realize^ is=tHet "nail" has a special 
meaning to the FBI in its record-keeping. All records reaching FBIHQ, are described by 
the short-hand ')Mail." These code names are standard practise. The Senate Intelligence 
Committee waS known as "Kensalt." "MUHElN 1 ! was selected as a contraction of "murder" 

and "Sing." Now if by any chance Melanson means to say "I use MOREEN to suggest..." 

he should have said that instead of implying that the FBI visualized a conspii-acy 
involving a clandestine modus wperacjii anta American intelligence, which the FBI without 
question did not ant^Lid not have in mind in suggesting the short-hand for a much 
longer title. 


On xiii, under "Acknowledgement , " Melanson thanks "Attorney Dan Bernstein, who 
assisted with Freedom of Information Act requests.'!; The^can be taken by the reader to 
include MOREEN, particularly because Melanson has avoided any mention of how 
became available. It will be infetesting to see what, if anything of significance,, tlfe 
set obtained by these requests and uses in tliis book's^ If all he did was’ request# he 
accepted what was given to him and foreclosed suits by others to obtain what was within 
those requests and not disclosed, vln the notes I've examined to this point, when I've 
read only to /oage 19, I've seen no citation to any such FOIA information he got on his 
own. This prompted rae to read the balance of his notes and I did, rather I skimmed 
them seeking a citation to his own personal FOIA requests. There is only one and it was not 
a request of the FSl. It was of the CIA and he is either ignorant or dishonest in it, 
as I go into. First I want to note that there is only one FBI record cited that was not 
from my litigation and I am Six confident it is and that telanson lias a typographic 
error in citing it. He has a few er rors, such as saying that, the kteullough file was 
in the Invaders file. (He thanks Jerry McKhight for making it available. I gave it to 
Jerry and I'm sure if the question came up terry did not say otherwise. But in fact there 
is a McCullough file tlia^is separate and there is no McCullough file that is part of the 
Invaders file. There are McCfcLllugh records that are in the Invaders file and they do 
not identify him by name.) 


What he got from the CIA it load already released to me through litigation, and 
of those mentioned in the note clearly were, if not all, and some were disclosed to 


some 


Dave Garrow. As 
Garrow for copie 


clear, Melanson would have done better to merely ask 
duplicating respect of the CIA. Unless, of course, he 
wanted to claim as his" work what was not his original work. fife. cft-eS/fyl t V u tj >! (rU~f j 


the note 
than % 


makes 
.akiug 


I gave sone of these records, those that they wanted, to Jeff Prugh of the Los 
Ahgeles Time and George Lardner, Jr., of the Washington Post, both papers carried long 
stories and both provided them internationally on their news service. 1 ■ (<vbj , lyn^. ep, 

Incompetence or dishonesty, take your choice. It is not actual^ scholarship and 
it is not handled and preaented in what understand to be a scholarly manner. 2t is 
the taking of credit personally for work he has not done. 


Obviously, when I've not completed the book, far from it, I can't be certain but 
e all the indications are that he got nothing under FOIA that had not already been dis- 
closed. There seen to be a small number of CIA pages that Harrow got that I did not but 
that may well be because he filed a different request. Kte did not sue for those he got 
but I did sue, if he later got only what I had already gotten, meaning made available. 

All of the FBI records cited 1 forced out in 0. a. 75-1 996, which is still before the coury. 

Introduction: 

He says thereh have been "three versions" of what "passed for ^ruth' about the 
King assassination" (page- xv) One is the official story of Ray alone, the next is that 
'JM oik 
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jf the Church committee , and it did no i such thing. It discussed what the E3I did to king. 
The third he does not even identify, the DJ Office of Responsibility's. He says 

it was "released" and it wasn't. Only a summery was. J iu ^esar filed suit for the papers 
of that inquiry and iielanson could and should have known this and he could have gotten 
the records from ^-esar or from me. He didn't ask for them. 

For him the court record, the only information produced as the result of the working 
of our judicial system, also availale to him through mesar or me, is not worthy of mention. 

His last parggraph is his version: that Ray wad the assassin, and lie IBI's and 
the OKI's and the HSCA's. "Version" indeed! 

Chapter 1 

In a very bobtailed manner he goes into what immediately preceeded the assassi- 
nation in Memphis. And he is wrong. This part l page 2) is not sourced. Had he really 
known and used the MURKIiJ records he would have known that ^ing s aides did no., whisk 
him off to the '(unnamed!? Holiday Inn. The police did that and they, not the ai^es. 
selected that motel ,*U W* P'h * in Ih u chme.) 

Melanson representes that during the violence of the demons tract uon the week oofore 
king was assassinated "(.a) 16-yesr old black youth was shot and killed.!'. His name was 
Payne and it was neither during the demonstrations and violence nor at that place, it 
was later and at his home. 

Melanson then says that "the Memphis strike was by no means atypical ox king s 
involvements... seemed to galvanize political passions wherever he appeared." Tne 
violence was "atypical" and that situation was already g .Ivanized before /rmg~s advent. 

He avoids again my \foxSrhSj saying that although Harrell McCullough was not 
revealed by official investigators" (page 4) HSCa went into Him. l had earlier forced 
disclosure of his file and records relating to him in the -iemphis and HP, records. Ho 
why the structure of "-official investigators?" 

■ £1 c ways it was "Bessie Bre'wer's rooming house." Jt wasn't. She worked tnere. 

Modest to a fault. Me lanson concludes this chapter saying "there is now U.e., 
in his boot) overwhelming evidence that the assassination- ..could not possibly have been 
th.- work of one nan." (He has already disagreed with HSCa's conspiracy theory . ) l page pj 

Chapter 2 

Conspicuously, there are big hunks that are not sourced. Of interest to me on 
page 7 and later he” refers to John Willard as a Hay alias as a Canadian alias. Neither 
here not liter, where I' incite the page, does he indicate that there is any reason 
to believe that the only John Willard in the world was this one Canadian. He does not 
even give any reason to believe Ray was using the name of a Canadian - especially when 
he used it befor e he tried to escape through Canada, Hfeeraxfi^xtkexfiriztimaxhEziiBsaxxx 

He returns to Willard^ on page 10. Willard was surprised 
that HSCa. did not interview him. Why in the world should they have? 

absent any evidence that Hay used the identify of this Canadian all of this parb 
is a lai*gs v/asi© of "fciiiis « And. ii misisads oil© nGad.©!*^^ 

He theorizes on page 11 that because Willard did business with an auto repair shop 
near where Kay roomed in Toronto "it would have been very t easy ( for Ray to spot him 
entering Bart’s, then get his name from the business card./ DOd Willard leave a card 
v.ith an old customer every tine he vigited? And how was Hay to get that card or to 
select that card from whatever cards /jart had? Silly conjecturing added to an inva ^o. 
assumption but perhaps basic or important in Melanson' s theory. 

Be says (page 12) that faced more "risk" than others whose name Ray used. He 

does not say what risk there was for him or for others and there was none. Ruolicity, 
embarrassment, perhaps but not any risk at all. n aj 1*1 m fa hi .Ur; 
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In an effort to hide that he cribbed from Fra^mup, where alone it appeared, he 
goes through a rigamaroio about the St. V in Galt's middle name appearing in his signature 
in a manner that can be taken as "Starve. " In so doing he refers to trait's quite legible 
but some. /hat flowery handwriting as a "scrawl." It wasn't at air. He says that "the 
press noted" this. Maybe my recollection is wrong but he gives no citation and I do 
not remember any story pointing that out. He has a big "discovery" of his own, his word 
on page 12, that Hay in 1968 stopped using "Sttfavo" and instead used "S" and "this is thd 
same switch the real §alt made in 1$66." Ho mere. The reader is to provide the meaning 
to this great discovery. T] a e reader has to because there is none. 

Melanson finds it "incredible" that HSCA never spoke to Galt. In only one sense could 
this be reasonable, and Melanson gives none at all. Perhaps the committee might have 
asked Galt if he h^d any idea how i4 ay got to know his name. But is is not incredible that 
the committee didn^t, with all the legitimate investigations it never got around to making. 

He concludes this chapter by asking how Hay got his. Toronto aliases before he'd 
been there. To the best of my recollection the only one he had earlier is ^alt. The 
question as it relates to Galt, as he does not formulate it, is quite legitimate, but 
there is no evidence that Willard is a Canadian alias and I don't think he used the others 
before he was in Toronto, (page 14) 

Chapter 3 

He quotes HSCA as saying it had "evidence" to connect Hay with the Byers fabrication 
(he says nothing at all about Byers criminal record) and jjo says it concluded that James 
could have learned of that alleged contract to kill King thefrugh his brother fohn. He 
greatly exaggerates puny bar and ignores the fact that there had been no contact 

between John and Games for a long tine and that James did not even know hoi? to get in 
touch with J ohn. In^ short, he lacks factual knowledge, '(page 1 6) fn the next page he 
quotes w ong. foris Dodd as saying that he can't with certainty say who conspired with 
Hay. Jr, ffelag^son does not question that /fay was the assassin and -^odd does not entirely 
agree with what -SCA said, ftf-a ftJJ duf'J 1 th ro ^ 

Itelanson criticizes HSCA. for not investigating "the possible involvement of CIA 
or military intelligence or some quasi- federal intelligence aparat (.whatever tliat may 
be)" yet he lias given no reason for this other than King's position against US Vietnam 
policy. Is that a reason to investigate them, were that at all possible, fov killing him? 

Him and not so many others? 

ocSufheJ says HSCa's investigation was "seriously flawed" but he does not say that it 
/ preved that t^ay was the assassin. It is the alleged conspiracy part tliat was flawed. ( 18) 

Ihis was easy for him when he ignored the court evidence in the evidentiary hearing. It 
was also easy for HSCA because committees can do whatever they please. ri elanson did not 
have those transcripts but I forced them on HSG$. It did have them and it ignored them 
and that evidence uncongenial to its preconception’ of Hay's guilt. This is not a theory 
on my part. They made this clear to Jim Uesar and to me before th^y beganlto, excuse the 
word, investigate. ' 

4/ 12/89 .'It apiiears that he is making a big thing of the aliases without beginning by 
saying why he regards theta as this significant. He impoies it is some kind of intelligence 
business and does this in a Kink Panther concept of hou; intelligence agencies work: /The 
so-called "fat man" whose name he has not yet given., (through, page 33) served an intelli- 
gence agency function in delivering cash to Hay. Tlis no doubt explains why Kay lacked only 
a few dollars for passage from Portugal to Hhodesia, whi^h had no extradiction treaty! He 
had the generous funding of the spooks so, even after a^roDbery, he was broke! 

l'iy recollection is not clear and I've not consulted the file of my correspondence 
with .Melaneon but I have the impression that he regarded the real Eric u alt as some kind 

of sinister, person with an evil past, of some kind. Treatment in the book is quite different. 
!f{ 1 TWWr lu W im" * fiffi'trj 

So we have this plot he visualizes and it is based on Hay's guilt yet helanson has 



not addressed, the facts of the crime, has not questioned the official story that ifay fired 
the fatal shot, has not even bothered to place Kay at the scene of the crime, which no 
official ever did as of the time of the crime, and this, too, is scholarship, gf so high 
a quality it justifies his criticism of other inquiries. To the point I've reached he 
hasn't had a word to say about the FBI's investigation or that of the Memphis police or 
any of the literature with wl-iich he inflated his bibliography .*' mvir crifu'/jss lUFW.j 

Ho concentrates more on Kay's aliases beginning in Chapter 4, particularly the 
u alt alias. This is what interested hin most when he was in toucli with me. My present 
recollection is that he cast Galt in some kind of nefarious role, perhaps illegal and 
of police interest, bjrt my recollection may nit be faithful and it is not the picture of 
Gait in the book. The subject of aliases is certainly a more then merely legitimate area 
of inquiry but any real inquiry is compromised by preconceptions, which get to be like 
horse blinders. He never told me he was working on a book. He did tell me he was investi- 
gating the aliases. I learned about the book relatively recently. I imagine that had I 
known I'd have helped hin more and there are many places he could have used help, parti- 
cularly from the MURKHI records, every word of which I've r -ad and have. 

,,, e u 

wnai/ ne recounts is pretty amateurish investigating and he missed obvious oppor- 
tunities by not asking the right questions of the right people, une I'll cone to is 
Jules Kimble. He spent tine with Bud Fensterwald, who may well have all that Jim Garri- 
son had, and he did have informs ion on /friable. I could have told him this. II don't 
think I kept a file on Kimble but had I kftbw what 1J elanson reports later I would have.) 

He apparently* idid not speak to Garrison, who is not in the index. (S&i-tA) 

and he persists in building a case for an intelligence agency conspiracy without 
even indicating any real reason for one to want to kill King, other than Vietnam, where 
such targets would have been numerous- Uiy recollection ox the Pentagon Papers is not 
clear enough for me to pinpoint when some in CIA grew disenchanted with the Vietnam war.) 

An example of how he stretches to advance this notion is where he refers (44) to 
what I said about Kaoul. He eliminates what I regard as the most important thing I'm sure 
x told him, that without someone like Kaoul what is attributed to fay would be impossible. 
What he does say is that I believe that if" ay cannot make a specific identification of the 
man he knew as Kaoul because such a person would make that impossible. What he does say 
Suggests intelligence as I never did, that Kaoul "would employ every trick of tradecraft 
to hide his identity." "Tradecraft" is g/uaually associated with spooks and I was talking 
about crooks. 

On the same page he suggests that Kaoul was a real person in a reporter's investiga- 
tion, which turned up a mysterious person near where' Kay says he net Kaoul, the "eptune 
Bar: "T#je nan turned out to be Jules Hicco ft liable." On reading t is I made a note, "How 
Established" because he does not indicate this to begin with and it is less than really 
established that *imble is the man who was seen and taken to be Kaoul. What follows, how- 
■ ever, dies make out a reasonable case that Kimble was in Toronto. 

Bn complaining that there is no access to the HSCA's records on |kLmble he reflects 
ignorance of normal Congressional practise. He says not that withholding such records for 
50 years is the practise enforced by the Congress but that HBCA "succeeded in locking up 
all unpublished records. . ."(46) 

At the bottom of page 47 he refers to -Joseph u ster as a -Louisiana private investi- 
gator. Makes no reference of his early association with the Garrison "probe," which he 
also abandoned early. 

In referring to the phone numbers through which Say made contact with Kaoul (50) 
he says that were /fay to disclocse then "he might get a lucky bingo that co.dd provide 
strong corroboration for his story. How this would help iC ay he does not say but does 
imply to the uninformed reader. Were -“ay to prove ho was part of a conspiracy it would 
hurt, not help him, and "bingo" describes what he could expect to hajfen to him. nny co- 
eenspirators would be endangered and could be expected to retaliate. 



Add on J ules ^liable, p.j* 


ho - i would be hard to believe if St. x J eter was sitting on his shoulder while 

e spoke. After reading what ^elanden says about hin 1 got from the A ARC some ox the 
Garrison i '-imble records Bad got years ago, 

je says he flew with ^'errie, met with Perrig and Shaw together and knew that Shaw was 
-lay Bertrand. Unly Garrison did not use him at the Clat^haw trial. 

Jfe does not, however, claim to have been present at the immaculate conception. 
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ffy recollections of what Garrison attributes to /finble in the JFK case are far from 
clear and certain but I think that nimble was one of about 10 who were arrested in a raid 
on a Winutonan canp near bake Pontclmrtrain. Connecting hin with then and i the Klan does 
provide a motive for assassinating $ing. B<vl drj* Wf CMntct with ti*. c h 1 ^ 

Chapter 7 "In Search of the Pat Man, ft Without I onto, too! 

all of this is amateurish, overwritten, conjectural, self -contradictory and silly. 
He makes much out of nothing and has to mumble a bit, too. He writes it like a real- 
life .defective story. He is tke detective. Greasy kid stuff. He even makes on he has to 
hide the name of the so-called fat man and he is outsjde his regular pattern in this book 
in saying how he learned who the nan is. 

He has made ostentacious reference to his use of the PHI' a records and he has 
cited them fairly precisely on occasion. But in this instance he fudges it all over 
(page59), while referring here only to "released documents." Hot FBI, not CIA, not 
gangbusters' . He says our authorities kept the name secret, which he knows is a lie. 
Otherwise he would not have had it. He says also that "released documents delete his 
identity. But one document obtained by the author (emp. added) had failed to delete the 
name: William Bolton ( a pseudonym created by the author)." 

I got wh tft he refers to in my King BOIA case and made what was in my writing file 
available to him. ..BUT 1 DIB NOT M«iKE COPIIjB OP &Lli POU THIS PIIE. Only enough for 
identification. What he makes this mysterious reference to is the FBIHy MUHKIN file, 
38861-4396. It does not delete the name, as others of which A made duplicate copies do. But 
this record refer:; to others of which I load no interest in making copies, beginning with 
a Buffalo! conduit from Canada in FBI) teletype of 6/ 11/ 68, 8:11 o.m. 

Mcf 

The name is Hobert /“wild ton. The text establishes, I think, “elans on 1 s dishonesty 
in the murabo jumbo he makes of a straightforward matter, the letter Hay forgot in a phone 
booth. I'm not checking all the pages but Melanson pretends it is a letter Hay wrote. ^ 
was aaV envelope that had only a typed name on it, he argues^fhat iL ay had no typewriter, 
etc. The FBI text says what hdd always understood, "fourfa entjvlope there addressed to 
Sneyd at Dundas address." Toward the end of this chapter this is the essence of what he 
attributes to "Bolton." But all he goes through to contrive a phony case! 6 cj 

I donI,t want to forget: I know of no other case where FBI records are not cited 
properly, only this one instance, and here he has something to hide, that he got it from 
me for one thing and that there was no secrecy for another. What I got the FBI puts in its 
public reading room, so ha is merely phenying jjp synthetic excitement along with syn- 
thetic fact. 

He begins (52) by describing "the 'fat man' incident as the most provocative 
episode in the fugitive* phase of the Mng case." If he really means this, find I think 
he does, he flaunts Ms ignorance. 

As he mumbles about the envelope he says (56), criticizing the police explanation, 
that the letter "related to £ay's seeking employment." What is obvious that if as ij? 
apparent the letter was written to Hay, there is no indication of when he had sought 
that employment. Melanson assumes it was just then and that it is not reasonable because 
the day he got it back is the day he flew to England. 

Melanson says that this envelope, which was opened when found, held cash for '“ay's 
getaway from Ms coconspirators. Awful nonsense! »nd that this must be so because that is 
the day Hay left. It is ridiculous to believe that either spooks or crooks would use that 
means of delivering cash- leaving it in a phone booth. (Unless .tyelanson wants to say that 
Md D was in on the crookedness, as he doesn't. Nor would avyone in either field of en- 
deavoir considered delivering money where observation was possible. A side street, a back 
alley, the seats of autos in the dark, all kinds of places where there would be no 
observation.) 
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, f\A n -■) 

He also doesn t knowvinny or any of the -Hays. anVof them would be able to lose the 
tickey and passport. "Jimmy, aside from J^elanson' s fictioneering, had just lost a letter 
written to him in a phone booth, hid he dare carry his ticket and passport until his 
plane left? Of course not when there was no need, so he left it where it was safe, at the 
travel agency. 

To advance his childish fiction he quotes the landlady, Mrs. too, as saying 
that it was a white envelope "with only a typewritten name on the front.fh'He knows this 
is not true, as shown by the message he got from me, the FBI's. So, he attributes the 
fiction to a reporter. 

Melanson tries to make something of Hay's remaining in his room the day he was to 
leave rather than leaving earlier, as he had other days. u henlSESaTie was leaving 
Canada that afternoon? He says it is explained by %y's waiting for a deliverv of money! 
158) n$d, not entirely consistently with the later reference to it with which 1 begin 
above, but consistent with his failure to cite any source or FBI number, he refers to 
Serial 4596 by saying "an FBI teletype from headquarters to Memphis on June 12 states 
that the letter ' waS to Sneyd at Jundas address."' In the next paragrj^ah he does not 
say that this is the record with McD's name in it and not withheld. ^ writes as though 
he is referring to two different FBI records. 

So, making it seem like diligent investigation zx was required to locate "the fat 
man" rather than the record I gave him, he went and spoke to him. He was paranoid as 
hell, and Melanson apparently has not encoutttedf this commonplace fear in this field. 

MdD said the letter was about a job in Portugal. (60) 

Melanson asked to whom the litter was addressed- what a question when it was 
returned to Sneyd because that was the address -"and whether it mentioneu mercenaries. 0k 
(Ray inzfaKtx was, in fact, trying to mice contact with mercenaries in, Portugal. )" 

In fact this is not fact. Ray had been in Portugal seeking a way to Iftiodesia. He was going 
to Belgium to make contact with those mercenaries. He then says that tills letter was 
"penned by Ray,? which is false and opposite what he has just quoted McD as telling him, 
and, his concept of "fact" and "true" again, "It is true that Ray was headed for Portugal 
when arrested in JJ ondon. ." He hd just cone from Portugal. u e was ticketed to and was going 
to Brussels. (60) 

These are simple and well-known facts and there is no reason for there to be any 
confusion about them. It tells me all over again that like the others engaged in 3 a* 
exploitation and theorizing and not uncommonly ego-tripping, Melanson has not bothered to 
learn even the simple facts of the case. 

In a sense, though, Melanson is right in saying this is the most provocative 
business : it is provocative as self -description, self -characterization. 


Chapter 8 , "The Window of Vulnerability" (4/14//89) 


The 


tie 


Is apt as self description. To this chapter I've been wondering whether 
Melanson is Ignorant or dishonest. He is both in this chapter. "This is in additionto 'the 
inevitable problem created by a preconceived solution when enough is not known to justify 
this approach. There are many things in this chapter that are plain dishonest, of which 
± 'v e “asked and will cite seme, and there is ignorance of basic and established fact 
the very fi#e ~ ' 


Jrorn 


things ±u wixa euapi.er unat are pj.axn cusnonest, oi 
there 

te from which he takes his title, I-IUHKIN, and of police procedures, a field in 
which he considers himself an expert and in which he has published. These and his omissions 
01 what, he lias to Jjnow are also unfair, but all these wrongs are essential to his develop- 
nent^of his preconception of an intelligence conspiracy. Throughout he assumes Ray's 
guilt as the assassin and never gets even close to any of the basic evidence in the liOEKUT 
file alone or in my work and litigation, all available to him and some kftown tc hin. He 
Qlso assumes much of the official mythology in oth ’ey areas, without any questioning at all. 

he also depends throughout on the always questionable HSCA. even when what thev address ■'s 
aiso in liURKiH. - 
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Y Selectively, however, -without citing any source, he draws on my work, as in the 

first sentence in this chapter, on the failure of the police to issue an all-points 
■bulletin (a?B). That comes from Fraiaeup. Where he does cite my book, page 75, he says, 
making me plural to begin with, "It has been implied jgy some researchers that the time 
of the (TaflT units' rest break) timing of the rest break may have been of conspiratorial 
design," cited to my page 166. 

In the one relevant paragraph on that page I am ±2 specicially addressing the honety 
of the prose cut ionafe representations in the guilty-plea hearing and my only source citation 
is to that transcript. Although I do say, lacking knowledge at that tine that the 
TACT units consisted of three cars operating as a unit, that they gathered "rather 
magically," and do refer to culpability, I am referring to police negligence and to the 
dishonesty of the representation^ that, as then was hot generally know/jf "police were secretly 
stationed in the fire station." My topic is not conspiracy, it is the "deliberate deception" 
of the prosecution's statement at that hearing, $nd I begin the first sentence by saying 
that it is "stiijl another deception. "He thus appears to cite my work only when he can 
misrepresent it to advance his theory. (I've not finished reading this chapter as I 
write this, am at page 75, but I fear if l”don't make these notes I'll forget what I per- 
ceived beginning two days ago.) 

His second paragraph in the chapter states what predominates in it and is so basic 
to his untenable preconception, "so conspicuous was the collapse of the police presence at 
the crime scene that even x>1 emphis police officers suspected that the fix was in." He does 
not identify them and instead cites the HSCA report. I’ve marked a number of places where 
he is ignorant, dis^hnest or both on this but I'll begin with a general statement that 
relates to all of what follows on this matter. First, however, x note that he assumes in 
the sentence I quote that all police officers, no matter how high of low their rank, 
know in the most intimate detail what is known to any. Ignorance could have led either 
a rookie or an inspector to wonder about the absence of visible police at the Lorraine 
motel. The truth is stated unequivocally in the very file H elanson Ensues in using it in 
his title. I was also able to confirm the accuracy of these particular FBI reports in my 
own inquiries that ranged from members of the King liempgis ^arty to a police inspector. 

Aside from I think misspelling red-squad policeman ^edditt's name kelanson also 
omits entirely any reference to what he had been doing and to black knowledge and resent- 
ment of it. He was the preeminent black spy on black activities, his acts were well known 
and he was both disliked and distrusted for them. He was seen by these Memphis blacks at 
th^ airport when King's p/ane landed. I think but I'm not now sure that h<& partner in cvni'- 
balck spying, Officer Richmond, was with him. Ricgmond also was disliked and distrusted. 
c>o, there were immediate and very vocal pretests about their presence and they left as a 
result, going to the fire station where the;/ had a rfsying post set up from which they could 
observe and report who visited *ing, which they did. 

Also at the airport was the official police "security" detail. The legitimate 
complaint that could have been made about it He land on apparently doesn^t know. Jt was 
composed of high-ranking police, including inspectors, not the young and vigorous and 
specially trained police required for such a function. These top brass also were known 
and distrusted by the blacks and they protested immediately. Despite this the police did 
escort the King party to the Lorraine, where the protests continued. As a result of these 
continuing protests, ultimately all visible police were withdrawn. Whether or not it was 
wise it is mo-re than merely unfair, it is dishonest to represent anything else, particularly 
when it is fully set forth in the IitHKHT files he claims to have full knowledge of and 
uses iW his title - a&ain to imply a "federal" conspiracy, MURKXW being the FBI's code 
name for its King assassination file. He can't both know the MUHKHT file and be other 
than deliberately dishonest in these x)ages I've read to now. (l believe but I'm not now 
certain that there is additional such information inthe FBI's relevant invaders and strike 
files which are also publicly available no-.; as the result of ny unmentioned litigation 
that X here again note iS-Athe means by which MiMCEU itself became public.) 



So, whatever ho may mean by "<>he collapse of police presence at the crime scene," 
there was never a time when “here was no police presence and the short distance away that 
the police always were was the insistent deimtnd of the King i-Iemohis warty. 

I next note 1,64) that he is using HSCA as a s^traw man to ignore what else is 
public. Tills means more than the FBI's disclosed records. There wese .published public 

J_u/j7 h £-t> cl w Utf- / 

He misrepresents (64) ti^at the only radioed reports of the shooting^w^re, bv the 
police, by the TACT unit, and by Richmond is phone call. As I'm sure he'll not geKaround tc 
saying, die bundle attributed to Ray was found by a sheriff's lieutenant whose narxh now 
escapes me and who I interviewed and we used as an evidentiary hearing'll witness, was 
imediatelp reported by him oy radio along with the shooting, which caused him to rush to 
lo here he lound that package. He next says that on the police radio "the getaway vehicle 
was described," as "possibly" a white Mustang,, Nobody daw or even claimed to see the so- 
called suspect but a white car was reported to have been at the crime scene „ (,He continues 
to cite other sources for what he first learned in ^rameup.) 

-n going into his version of the failure to issue any APB he protends what was true 
was not true, attribution of this to "the massive confusion." If he thinks there was no 
"massive confusion" he is nuts. But he is trying to build an intelligence conspiracy 
case when there is no basis for it in what is known and he cites, which are not identical. 
-j.e „he n stretches tnis ( 6 u) to represent that the H$1 had the responsibility for issuing 
the APB, based on a police comment that does not relate to the APB but to disseminating 
fugitive data" Lt. Kallaher said tliat when a fugitive crossed a state line (which then 
was not known, of course) "it was the" FBI’s " responsibility to disseminate figitive 
daoc^o Melandon - allows this, nothing omitted here, saying " such^Si a ore eminent 
role was not mentioned by the public safety diree^r /Holloman, 

Disseminating fugitive data is not the same as issuing an APB. 


.federal 


who * d retired^ by” the FBI. 


He next cites HSCA for a hidden pBI record later used by HSCA which, after con- 
siderable time, eftort and cost we got in C.A. 75—1996. it was hidden by filing ctutside 
of KURKIN. He says the FBI passed this threat on to the FAA, police, military intelliegnce 
adn ohe A/emphls police but, again by ignoring the original source, lie is limited to 
what HJCA chose to use: tney did not notify ^)ing or any of hi., people about threat 
to kill him when he returned to Memphis. (This illustrates the defeciency of his scholar- 
snip by iris dependence on secondary or more remote sources when the original source was 
available to him.) 


..o next says ( 06 ; mat ! MPB’s sudden and unexplained withdrawal of king’s security 
spawned a great deal of speculation concerning conspiracy.*' It was neither sudden nor 
unexplained because th<? detail lingered long at the Lorraine and there is a full ex- 


planation in HURKIli. He follows this by saying it was a "four— man police security detail," 
referring to Qut one of the two cars of what cannot, a point important to him that he 
misSed, be described as a security detail when it was limited to ranking and older police. 


When he doe, get around to mentioning the black opposition ;o any police presence 
he atiriau^es this to police action at vhe riot of a week earlier, without reference to 
the continuous spying of which the black “ing party was well aware. This serves to foster 
„he falsehood that Redditt was "security" when he was a spy reporting on who wont to see Kin 
He continues ,o be unfair and inaccuracte along these lines and actually says, cribbing 
the falsehood from “ark “‘ane, that King was "stripped" of his "security.” lie also (67) 
attributes this to "Ring'd distrust of the LED" undoing's concept of his own image. In 
j.act on occasion ing had demanded police presence. He also describes the detail as 
reg ula r policemen when in face they were higher officers and not "regular policemen." 
h /f/ tf -f 

“e kext says that the "withdraw! of i *£2gAs security was unjustified. "( 68 ) This is 
quitf unfair to the police, quoting HSCA he says that the detail was increased at the 
Lorraine whereas it waS composed of two cars at the airport. ( 68 ) He here next says that 
there was a precedent for king's reuuewt for police "help in escaping the violence" of the 
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week before. He is unfaithful to the xsiati reality by again depending on HSCa rather 
than MHRKHT, which he uses selectively in a footnote and again it could be to hide the 
fact that he got that record from mo. There are a number of which he; could have selected 
that one. The week before. ±hgsa \jith •“dug asked to be led to the famous hotel the name of 
which I've forgotten and 1 jKarlsy; Instead the police (and u think their decision was good) 
elected to take the party to the R&vermonJ); , which Holanson does not identify. M; also 
•rfhils to note what also is in KUHKIN, that FBIHC, deliberately : isrepresented this in a 
fipintelpro that was done for it by the Iiemphis papers, attacking King for going to a white 
motel in stead of the Lorraine, which he always had used in the past, and in a nasty 
cartoon of a cowing iv ing captioned "Chicken a la king." 

Here for the first tine, ana he repeqtes it often, he refers to the threat against 




' t wa 


not 


real and he never 


the red-squad cop Redditt as "a false threat, 
gives it source, apparently so he can raisrepreent it, which he does without fail, evejfirog 
one of the many tines. His description of Redditt' s function, which he learned from 
irae£up , he attributes to HSCA. He does not say tliat when Redditt was removed hia fellow 
black police spy Richmond remained and he concludes the first parage pal} of tfeis ^fedditt 
section by saying, again citing HSCA, all Redditt could have done was rgive chase to 
fleeing suspects, as numerous othey- officers attempted to do." False. Robody saw any 
suspect and there was no chase of any suspect. There was a false chase and there was 
a qjdck examination of the immediate area, in which no suspect was seen. 


He quotes HSCA as saying that Redditt' s lying about what happened was "exploit'd 
by advocates of conspiracy theories," directed at all critics of the King investigation. 

In fact it was one only, pjark Lane. (60) In tills he fails to report the story Redditt made 
up and Lane swallowed, obviously a fiase story. (Here I noted that possibly there is 
another reason for ia elanson's use of HSCA as his source - not to be criticized for 
error if it was the HSCA'.s error. (hie of his bibliography is -Hane's book on this. )as 
- now regall it is that he had recommended a "perimeter" defense, posting cops at the 
nearby corners to prevent any escape by any assassin.’) 

He continues to refer to the allegely "fllse death threat"( 69) and its allegdely 
"mysterious federal origin." It was not mysterious and it was not of federal origin and 
here and from the index he makes no mention of the actual! ty. The Senate Internal 
Security Committee was informed of this tthreat and took it so seriously its investigator 
or perhaps staff director, named Manuel, flew to Memphis immediately after phoning. The 
Senate is not an executive agency, as a professor of political science knows very well, is 
not usually considered "federal" but Melanson is building his phony) intelligence con- 
spiracy case, his book. He again is quite ubfair to the Memphis police in his account and 
in its decision to get Redditt away from his spying job. what would have been the result 
if he had been killed, particularly with /*[ang there and, Redditt and the ^jblice spying on 
him? The police had little or no choice. (.His misuse of "federal" continues at every possi- 
ble point. He never refers to the Senate.) All of this, too, ij. in MffiHH. 

(71 ) He quotes the officer in change of the TACT units as saying that they were 
kept several blocks away "by an instruction from an unidentified member of Dr. •‘ting 1 s 
entourage." He and that officer know very well that no member offing's "entourage" 
could or did give orders to any police component. If this loose description of a request, 
the '.ford that same officer next uses, insteqd of "instruction," there is truth because 
there was such a request, yet ffe landon (72) 'nayS^’ref er s to its ‘‘basic improbability." He 
then argues based on what he says is the "relationship" of the TA5TT units to •‘ting's 
presence in Memphis. He says that unlike a security detail, they were not there to pro- 
tect ing but tcf^ protect the city of Memphis from -bingo Well, first of all, they were 
to quell violence, of course, but for th-.t they did not have to be and would not have 
been stationed where lv ing was, as they had been. There is no such tiling as a single 
purpose under the existing circumstances. Despite the antagonism of the police toward 
King stationing TACT units where he was did give them a protective purpose. (His line 
about protecting Memphis from King appears to come from the black preacher Rev. Sam H. 
Kyles, from his footnote.^ 
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tie Ians on next argues that "It isfiighly improbable that the i-IH) would comply with!! 

(a request to move the TaOT units to where they'd, not bej£ seen iron the Lorraine . Me adds 
that "there is no evidence of any such request," which is f-J.se from the 1-iURKIN records. 
Absent a formal, written request there would be no formal written request, but the fact 
is clearly recorded in those MURKEM records I’m beginning to think Melanson spent little 
tine with and thax ne checked what he found cited by hSGia in 1-iUHKIN. The contemporaneous 
records of the FBI are an at least satisfactory source and they reflect both the demand 
to remove A edditt and the moving of the TaCT units. 

KTi) Stretching for nsts to pick he argues (73) that Tact Unit 10 "was not in 
compliance with the order to remain five or ten blocks from the Lorraine. Instead it 
came within a block only minutes before the shooting. f The instructions to the TACT 
units related to their duties, where they would patrol, and they were in motion, on patrol. 
What he is talking abdut and misrepresents is that the fire station was a rest place for 
these units, where the Officers could use rest rooms, get something to drink or nibble on 
and just rest. This is precisely what they were doing when Jfe Lng was shot and it was not 
a violation of any order. Moreover, where in that area and at that time could three cars 
have been parked safely and the 12 officers be able to do these things in the few minutes 
of a rest break? Uhat he argues is nonsense, except as a reflection of him and what the 
caliber of his reasoning and writing is. Where indeed could 12 men use toilet facilities 
simultaneously in that rundom area? There was no .5'uch pierce. Now the Lorraine is but a 
short block from the main street leading to the police station, headquarters, the courts 
and Bis office. Would he argue that using that street for such a purpose violated the 
order? The cars would have been just as close to the Lorraine because they were narked 
on the parking apron of the fire station, on Sputh Main St. at Sutler Ave. They, as it 
happens, could not be seen from the Lorraine and if any of Ming’s party had walked past, 
as none did, they’d have found the ears entir ;ly empty. (It is a this point that he 
has one of his rare citations of -“'rameup, cited above.) 

His next subtitle 174) is "Tfce Song Arm of Federal Intelligence." It did not 
reach to h| ©aphis in the (fing assassination. But as he tries to make fact of falsehood 
he launches a series of misrepresentations about normal activities and relationships. 
f/e represents that a "very cordial and coope ative" relationship between the police and 
is out of the usual and is attributable to the fact that the pub;ic safety "director, 
■“’rank Holloman, had been in the FBI for 25 years and had worked in Hoover’s office. There 
have been places where the FBI relationship with local police displeased the locals, but 
what is supposed to exist is a close and cooperative relationship. Th'* If fytPifyvAjJe/ZAJ i- 

He represents as unusual that the federal government assists and trains local, 
police and that "the richness of federal-local intelligence links" is illust ated by the 
fact that Lieutenant Arkin had received training from both the FBI and Secret u ervice- 
which are NOT intelligence but are police agencies. To further this he quotes Arkin’ s 
crediting FBI Agent William /Lawrence with teaching him "everything about intelligence 
work." I do question the honesty and accuracy of this quite, which has no specific 
citation but can be taken to be what Arkin told Melanson. What Lawrence could have taught 
<irkin is limited to keeping tabs on dissident groups and no more. Not "intelligence" in 
the meaning of that alleged "long am" and federal intelligence, usually taken to mean 
what is represented by the CIA. And what makes all of this even more dishonest is the 
fact than the FBi is charged with ths^ responsibility of providing training to local police 
and lias an academy for that purpose, piplomas must be prominent in most police offices. 

He thnje quotes arkin i# what is a lie, whether or not that is what Arkin said, 

"that he was the only police officer who could walk into an FBI field office and have 
access to thejsfiles whenever he wanted." In fact even GAs are denied access to files 
under many circumstances and have to give written requests to get them. He quotes Arkin 
as adding," Mr. hoover knew it and he approved, 'cause he knew I was good." This can't 
be believed and ^elanson ought have known all of the above is bull. 

i o $>v\fike an untrue point he adds that "Arkin also claims to have helped federal 
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agents conduct intelligence-gathering activities in ^enphis, and that in return 4S2S|S 
shsssfeKZDcac " he generously shared intelligence data with the Bureau." Because virkin 
helped them "in return" he helped them more"- garbage! The actuality is that such cooperation 
is absolutely normal. Mote that "intelligence" is not defined, that "federal officers" 
are not defined and the ^intelligence" in which they cooperated was nothing at all. like 
political assassination. I-ielanson has misrepresented and distorted the norm into a case 
of "the long arm of federal intelligence" reaching down to ^emphis „ 

Reflecting his ignorance of the FBI files he pretends to use as a major part of 
the basis for this book he cites a single FBI nemo from the HSCA 1 s use of it. There are 
in m-urkin and the J-nvaders and Sanitation Workers strike literally hundreds of these that 
still exist and even more that were destroyed with citations to other records in which 
the information can be found and that still exist. 

He quotes without citation, so - take it thi s is fron m y file:.: of from HSCA's 
use, an April 3 nemo "from Srkin’s surveillance team Kj^5ioiiox~Tnsid<; the firehouse," 
which is to say what he does no t say, Redditt and Richmond, saying that "Federal 
Officers (his caps) werelsEHjTnoted arpund the Lorraine hotel." Re does not even indicate 
what kind of "federal officer* but he links this with the preceeding sentence, "(w) hen 
I asked (Arkin) about a CIA presence he went to another subject." There was no CIA 
presence and there was nothing Arkin could have said to indicate one. Assuming he went 
on tn another subject, we have to ssume from /lelanson' s writing that Arkin said nothing 
at all in response, which I think is not likely the fact. There is not a single indi- 
cation of any CIA presence in any of the FBI's files. 

,J -'his is dishonest writing. It also is dishonest to omit what could have caused 
"federal officers" tto be there. Hot that cops refer to the FBI or S3 as XSp3S 
federal officers. I can),t remember ever having seen such a reference. They say FBI, S3, etc.. 
However, as eyen ^ elanson has to know if only from liis reading, the federal court had 
issued an injunction against the planned demonsiThation. This required the presence of 
"federal officers of the judicial system or the U.S. Marshal#, also "federal officers," 
to serve papers and for other such purposes. And what does "round" mean? As Melanson uses 
it it means at that motel. But the word does not have to mean that. Especially when used 
by those who st little education. 

/V 

By these dishonesT moans he argues that " the log arm of federal intelligence 1 ! 
reached down to il emphis when King was killed and before that. 

He next claims thatiiBCA was "ignorant" of the fact tliat the FBI had a symbol 
informer (he uses the word "spy") inside SC1C headquarters. If the SBIxzssmxhJ'lISCA 
read books and IIUH1CIIJ records it certainly did know. Garrow identified him by name. He 
is all through the MIMCIH records of that period, without his name being used. 

I assume that because ^elanson attributed the long arm to this FBI informer's 
being in nempihis the day before Xing was killed. He cites “arrow as his Source. The 
records were disclosed to me in C. a. 75-1 996, these UIMCEN records, butT^ere is no- 
thing in them to suggest that Informer James A. Harrison had anything to do with the 
assassination of any information relating to it. n e merely spied on King and 3CW$? 

However, largely by > SxgHSM~ques tions he doesn t realize are really silly, iielandon argues 
that Harrison was there to pinpoint King's schedule. Well, there was no shhedule at all! 

%ng was there for the demonstration, he stayed at the motel all of the day of April 3 
until he went to speak that night, ehich ho had not planned. xl e'd sent Rev. Abernathy--*® 
ma&e reS n; s p o en a, ilia **outnaintop.: speech when the audience demanded Mm. King also 
remained at the motel all of fh 4th, until he was to leave for supper at the Kylses, 
which is when he was shot, (i-ielanson criticizes IiSUA for ignoring what had nothing at 
all to do with the crime and then himself is dinshonet in how he uses what HSC*. ignored.) 

Un the same page (75)M elanson misrepresents what I'd gotten earlier from the GIA 
(and he could have gotten here although he^Joade Ms own request) and what farrow also 
got, to suggest that the §lA "could have manipulated the Memphis police" because "it had 
an operational interest in monitoring King's activities." x t is not easy, but ^elanson 
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succeeds in toeing unfair to GIa, too. The disclosed records, as 1 recall then, are 
mostly if not entirely on two things: the possibility of civil disorders during the |Soor 
^eoples Campaign, which King had launched, in Washington, by such means as blocking 
the bridges, which could come close to closing the government down, and to information 
pressed on it by a man who hated j^Lng and who refused its suggestion that he report to 
the FBI instead of it because he was violating its charter. Garrow has much on him. He 
cbriaged his name to "Kennedy" and I've forgotten his real name, ffe was an ex-Gomnunist. 
The records disclosed to ne include the conte/bTs of King(s pockets but there is nothing 
in those records to say that the CIA stole them from King's hotel rooms or his pockets or 
got them from the FBI, which is likely. Before reading further, seeing some of what lies 
ahead in this book. - note that ■*- gave copies of these records to Jeff JPrugh, of the 
Los Angeles Times (Stationed then as Atlanta bureay chief 1 ) and George Lardner, of the 
Washington Post. H a ch used one of these two kinds of records and both of their papers 
syndicated the stories they wrote. This is to say they got wide distribution. As I now 
recall this was a 1976 or 1977 FOIA lawsuit I filed and —im Lesar handled for me. It was 
later that these stories appeared. ~I$have copies filed but do not recall the dates. My 
point is that it was not possible for iielan/tson to research the matter without {plowing 
that this information had been disclosed by the CIA. also knew when ho read Garrow. 

(At this po|*t 1 stop to read more because when there is too much time between my reading 
and typing I can forget. This is why - did not complete the chapter before typing. I may 
not have noted some of what I'd intended but because thick bears so mucjj on Melanson' s 
personal and professional integrity I felt S had to make these notes as promptly as 
possible. In retrospect, Dave, it would have ben better if I'd used ny microcassette, 
although that would have likely meant greater length. ) 


Resumed 4/15: I'd sat too long, was uncomfortable and skipped a few things. On 75, again 
reflecting dependence on second ry sourced that j§sT"Iike HSCa had their own agendas, he 
misleads in^ saying that when HarTiison, the FBI's informant in SOLO headquarters^ got to 
i ''emphis "Ui)e immediately checked in with Hebert Jensen," SAC. He cites Garrow. In fact 
Harrison did not go to the FBI ^office. He phoned it from the aitport. Melanson then says 
that he left at 7 :§0 and "(w)hay', if anything, he knew about King's April 4 agenda and 
whether he reported anything" remains unknown. Tjjis reflects his ignorance and his avoidance 
of primary sources that would require disclosing what I did. What Garrison reported is in 
iiURKDf. How that agenda nonsense, repeated often after this point, xxx± ais reveals that 
Kelanson knows nothing at all about the actual situation, also disclosed fully in the FBI's 
records j. got and he had available and claims to have used. There was no agenda. He stayed 
at the motel until suppertime, which I'll come to later, waiting to hoar from the federal 
court, which had banned any demonstration. 

Next he makes a big deal about police training records he got from CIA in 1982. in fact, 
save perhaps for a fetK details, that was published much earlier. What he then goes into 
about the CIA and local police traiitLng is not relevant absent proof that iJ emphis was in-? 
eluded, as in what was disclosed it had not been. There being no proof he conjectures that 
there liad been such a relationship apparently because without it he saw no basis for any 
claim to that "long arm" and an intelligence agency conspiracy to kill -ding. 


On 76, as he tries to hoke a case up, he again flaunts Iris ignorance^ of reality and 
those same disclosed HUHKHI records, (it may be and you'd best assume that where I say 
"MHKIIJ" with the passing of tine I may be including the other files I got as I-IUKKHf. ) 
"There are two significant conspiracy-related questions regarding Marrell McCullough' s 
presence at the Lorraine. First, what did he known about {ting's agenda?(The one that didn't 
exist at all!) Could he have passed on ...information that -King would be exiting the motel 


during the early evening 


V 

? Ufe meant 


room, not the notel.kJTthink that here I'd best give yoy 
the necessary explanation missing in the book as far as I've read, 103. The new wing of that 
motel's second floor had rooms with only one door, onto the balcony. So, the question was 
not would King be going away but would he even leave the room at all, a self -answering 
question, of course.) Second, did any federal authorities or networks have access to 
"cCollough's intelligence data?" First J note the prejudicial and misleading use of "Intel- 
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tjinw data" ,%o suggest ClA when in actuality “cCullough spied on the young blacks mostly in 

the Invaders. It had no formal structure, as he never notes and probably didn't know. He 
did not provide what Melanson means - is - 5y “intelligence data/' not even about king, and 
thero was and is no rational basis for any suspicion that he did. ^nly gross ignorance of 
the files he exploits in his title or intended dishonesty c<m explain this part of the book. 
Second, as iiIJHICDI shows, the ii did give the FBI, which is^ "federal," copies of his reports 
and discussed them and McCullough, with the FBI. (More on Kig and supper below.) 

In arguing that HSC& did not properly look into the nonexisting "possible federal 
linkage" he adds the committee's ignorance, dishonesty or both to his, own when he quotes 
V e CJ ii: as saying that because of the way he^was treated after the assassination the FBI "was 
unaware of Ids ties to the Memphis police Department." First he does not know and cannot 
know more than the FBI released, which he doesn^t know’ in any event, and it is without 
question that the FBi was well and thoroughly aware of McCullough's role and connections. 
(.Later Melandon says that SA foiliiam ^awrence, of the intelligence squad, was one of the 


interview and what to get him to say. «© was, after all, the first person to reach the 
body and a trained policeman. fLawn^t ^ V XAffjj 7y]>,[ u }/ 'l/U f('o 

He then has the silly conjecture that because the ncC, interview "appeared normal" 
this could mean it was protecting his cover. That they did by eliminating his role from 
the report. There was no reason for any other part of it not to be whatever Melanson 
may mean by "normal." 

As he continues with Ids fiction about a federal intelligence conspiracy, still on 
76,r\elanosn says that "the crucial question" is "whether he had information that, if it 
ended in federal channels, could have been tapped by conspirators in order ;to plan the 
assassinations." It could hardly be more ridiculous. 

McCullough was not assigned to spy on King and he not only did not, he could not and 
f]u- i still do Ids job, other than by accident, seeing or overhearing something.. The ^emphis 
u t Jul C °P S 311(1 the FBI wanted very much to do something about then, as the l-mKltf^ecoris show. 

I Moreover, contrary to fact, Melanson assumes that such information existed. ‘jt didnffit because 
ding was just sitting and waiting for the court's action on his effort to get the ban on 
the demonstration lifted. The only plan was for supper, to winch I'll return below, but 
here you should not that if McCullough knew the "plan" he'd have been misinformed because 
whan i4 ing was always tardy they gave 1dm the wrong time by an hour to have him dose to on 
time for the cooking to be over without a long wait. The whole thing is really cockananie 
and there was no information to pass on to the feds or anyone else. Aj At H utf! A/ J niru/£. 

However, in avoiding telling the reader that the only way into and out of King' 
room 1J elanson has contrived a phony basis for Ids nutty and baseless theory. It made 210 
difference when jf^Lng left the "motel." All an assassin where 1 '*elanson and the governments fi >^ 0 
say he was had to know was wBssther King would ever come out of his room. He did many times 
after he checked in and nobody took a shot at him. He visited in other rooms, for example, 
as MUHKIII records show. 

HgXt ( still page 76) in bo^h the text and notes he thanks Jerry McKnight for giving 
him one xeb8x3x FBI record on #c u ullough showing that the KH> did give the FBI a_KcC. 
report on what little he knew about, my description, not “elansonj/'what was going on 
at the Lorraine," information incidental to the report's real purposes. In the footnote 
he misrepresents whatfferry told him to have it mean that the FBI's "file on McCullough" 
held "over a thousand documents." Melanson doesn't even know what the FBI's McCullough 
file was and is and what Jerry clearlj was referring to i 5 s$.% files, in which the FBI 
filed information from McCullough. There was a separate hcCulliugh file that I finally did 
get in the lawsuit. Jerry was clearly referring to the Invanders and Sanitation Workers 
S trike files, Hg and field office. 


l'Bj. oAs who questioned McC. after the assassination and about it. n e is so tied up with 
the zany theory end so ignorant® of criminal investigations nhe fails to note how great 
a length of time the FBI let go by before questioning McC. It was not until after they'd 
taken many other witness statements and better understood how to steer the McCullough 
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In this, however, Kelandon discloses his intent to hide the fact that my lengthy, 
difficult and costly litigation is what brought all this king assassination material to 
light. ll e knew, as probanly °erry told him and I did - and as Jerry's ^outh Atlantic 
quarterly articles do state - that X au the only one who sued to get that information out. 

°o he is effusive in his thanks to jerry and can t even get the simplest facts straight. 

There is further dishonesty^ in the writing/ ..here the simple reports on what the 
Invaders were doing and the little he saw or heard at the Lorraine are described as 
McCullough' s "intelligence" information. n e sure strains to make a phony case! 

Cn 77, continuing with this stupidity, ^elanson asks, "Lid McCullough know when -ting 
would emerge from his room at about 6 B.K.? Such knowledge, if it reached a federal data 
network, would be crucial for a well-orchestrated assassination plot hatched by some 
elements of American intelligence." This again suggests that there was such a plot, as 
there was not and as theye is no factuaLf basis for believing there was. But again ^elan- 
son's ignorance. Was the only time Ling would "emerge" be at 6? Hadn^t he "emerged" at 
any other time? And why at 6, other than that W;.s when he was killed? -^e was actually 
lied to about the time of supper, which was for an hour later, so he might not be* too 
late, as he always was. So, had there indeed been such a plot, the plotters would have 
been mininformed and misled! And only~1pS^l'gm>rance or worse can explain this language 
and this childish thinking. Melsyison says this kind of intelligence, which he suggests 
was in the federal intelligence ’network," was essential for their plot. Henning the one 
he imagines. 

Here and else, .here he plugs his own derring-do/ in getting Cla documents. Not 
unreasonable for an author. But what are the documents he is hippodroming and how much 
scholarship and effort are reflected? The, documents were released to me finot counting 
those he got on police/CIA collaboration, ,mx<$h I didn't ask for) but only after I had 
to file and pursue a lawsuit, apparently later they were given to (Harrow, me used them 
publicly, as I also did, before Melanson wrote this book. As I've indicted, the uses I 
arranged reached the greatest number of people, readers of the LA Times and WxPost and 
their international syndicate. So, Melanson' s accomplishment in getting the records is 
no accomplishment at all, as he knew by the tine he engaged in this unschoarly self- 
puffery. Mor,€, in his note he complains that u arrow got seven documents withheld from him 
and it took another six months to get them from the CIA. Yet in thanking a lawyer for his 
FOIA help, ^elandon did not go to court to compliance and disclosure and complains 

properly against the CIA's misbehavior while ignoring what is ob^vious, he could have gotten 
or had already gotten those documents from (yarrow. (Not to say me.) 

His conjectures about -cCullough (77), critical of HSCA, are whether unwittingly 
through his "in■@e]ligence , he could have helped an assassination - by the iimerican intelli- 
gence community. These* kind of repeated and entirely unsupported suggestions tend to lull 
the reader into bgliving that up is down, that there was such a plot about which he has 
not produced an iota of evidence . As he - 'gSSxSr'says later, McCullough aa the so-called 
/finister of Transportation of tJ>e Invaders. Jt had no organisation structure at all, no 
officers, and the title was a joke about his real function that did further his spying for 
the police. «t the time in question he did drive king's people around but there was no 
agenda, no schedule, no timing device of any kind that he could have picked up sijply 
because despite (felanson s hints, there simply was none to pick up for the intelligence gang. 

Instead of scholarly pursuit and examination of disclosed records, particularly those 
of the FBI, he sticks to HSCa and criticizes it for missing the point as he sees the point 
in its questioning of McCullough, (77) So he is insensitive to their factual errors one of 
which he here quotes, that all McC did was meet with the Invaders. He drove •'ting's people 
around niid spent more time doing that than anything else. Only, Melanson' s repeated hint 
at this point, there was no "agenda? for him to learn about. The most superficial exami- 
nation of the FBI's abundant records leaves this without question, as well as whafc-King s 
associates have said and was published. 

This is his sefond mention of the Invaders. The first is on page 4 where he says 
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only that they were black and militant, the latter only superficially true and then 
limited to tins verbal, and that "they helped ignoute the violence" of March 28. In 
fact, fearing this, they stayed entirely away from the demonstration and had no part at 
all in that violence. Ixelanson also does not say what is important to understanding, that 
the -‘-nvaders were very young, all young, with a fair percentage of their smqll number 
still in high school. 

There is a misleading ambiguity 1,78) in this reference to the Invaders and to 
u ev. Keitel's assigment to "work with them in connection with king's Memphis ac ivities." 

What "activities? demonstration? litigation? Public appearances? The whole idea was to 
keep the Invaders calm and nonviolent, to give then something worthwhile to do and to 
get iiem some income for their own activities. (.The had made exhorbitant demands on 
-king the 28th.) ny point ixrfsr going in this minor point is that he is an unscholarly 
scholar who also has not troubled to learn enough of what is readily available to be 
both complete and dependable to his redders. 0*ce again what ± say about the Invaders 
above was reqdily available from me or from the FBI reading room to which he gives such 
fulsome praise in his acknowledgements, which strikes me often as his exploitation of 
rather than thanks to them. He remains grossly ignorant ox the available information. 

There is further reflection of this gross ignorance in the question he asks as a 
aeons of further his conspiracy theory, "Did McCullough' s spying on •‘ting's staff give him 
knowledge of the 6 :00 departure?" There was no scheduled departure it that time, as Hove 
already indicated, and there was nothing at all to prevent an earlier shot at /Ting - when 
he left and entered his room, available only from the balcony. 

It gets even wilder axx he invents questions to suggest what he cannot state, like 
(.78): "It is true that while standing on the balcony (a few minutgs before 6) ll ing 
asked jftesk Branch. . . to sing a particular sang later that evening. Did McCullough believe 
this was why King wasfen the balcony at this precise moment? KSCa's questioning failed to 
zero in o /si this key point relating to what federal intelligence could have known." 

Does anyone believe that a request for a song to be sung later was planned so long 
in advance for being made from the balcony, depsite all the other means of cummunications, 
like phones, that the supposed federal intelligence network could have been informed and 
have issued whatever instructions he imagines were issued? This is both, childish and sick, 
and withal, he never s”^s or suggests why King was there at that time. Ms was bantering with 
his people while Abernathy completed dressing so they could leave for dinner at the Kyleses. 

he gets so carried away with. his role of novelist pretending shholarshop he ends this 
page with: "It seems logical that in McCullough's capacity as a spy posing as iJ initer of 
Transportation..." he did not "pose" as "minisfrer of transportation. had long functioned 
in just that role, long before King's fivfet effort to support t&e strikers. 

So, he drove '“ing's people arou/sfd. /felanson ends this graf with another of his endless 
conjectures, "It seems unlikely that the ministers (Bevel and Orange) would ask for a ride 
an yet keep secret plans for going to dinner. Federel-intfilligence of (fins' s six o(clock 
appearance is a definite possibility." There was nothing secret to begin with, there was 
no reason for the ministers, engaged in other business, even to mention King's dinner arrange- 
ments, there was no scheduled "_6 o'clock appearance" so what is more than merely a definite . 

possibility" is that as usual Melanson is full of out@>use stuffing./" -AW M&h frt/f j 

*>ot content with this he suggests that contrary to the evidence of w^ich he also is ignorant 
ing wqs the subject of electronic surveillance in x ‘‘empbis- all to get that "foreknowledge" 
of when he'd be on the balcony to get himself shot. 

4(e next goes iftsto hi§; account (79) of how he was given access in 1982 to a MED 
1 969 report on its activities during the King assassination. complains that it is not 
accurate and that there are diffeeent and inconsistent versions of it. What did this 
supposedly sophisticated professor of political science expect, that after a year those 
cops would let their hail- down and confess all their transgressions? Thet^did what he 



should have expected then to do, prepared a story to cover their own asses. <uid why in 
.hw world did he expect any no re when he was being shown a copy when he was writing a book 
that could hurt them all? 

Chapter 9, "The Evidence Reexamined." , 

flVftl'T&f f ftj.l&jjJlZl-O 

(.82) the evidence of the title is Ihitee to “ay s guilt and (Assessment of it. "He" 
i am inclined to question. He assumes throughout that Hay is guilty and was the assassin 
and nothing in this chapter is any deviation from his preconepetion. 

He continues to be vague and suggest he doesn t know much in saying that the 
balcony was "accessible" from the second-floor rooms. The fact is that those rooms were 
accesible only from the balcon^'Brewer^s boardinghouse," which was not hers at all, he 
says was "a run-down brick building with a wooden inter/ior." It was two old buildings, 
both of brick, and I can only wonder what he means by what it did not have any more than 
other buildings, "a wooden interior.? % recollection is that the walls were plaster and 
only the floors, windows and doors were of wood. 

He has a sketch of the area (83), adapted from IISCA' s report, as he should have 
expected, he could not trust anything from BSCA and as I'm not apprised to see, he either 
did not correct HSCA's errors and omissions, added his own, or both. Of the omissions that 
are essential to the official story and to his own thesis, the location of ^oon 5-3, Raj^s, 
and those of others in the flophouse ie^Aot indicated in any way. The strairs is an 
essential pari^bf all stories and of the Stepejfins' affidavit he goesf into, iJo they are 
left out, as is the connection between the two buildings at their top of close by it. The 
bathroom window from which th shot was allegedly fired is indicated only with an arrow/, 

nothig^S^^ffia that arrow moves it significant Jy far from the wall to about the middle of 

that building, an essential lie that can help credits the official yarn that he accepts. 

He talks about what Bertie Reeves told him he heard yet there is no indication of where 
Bertie's room was, or the office, or -drewer's rooms, all part of his story. Whev he gets 

to .the firehouse, he shows the wrong exit for the cops reacting to the shot and for 

Sheriff Lieutenant Judson Ghormley to take, one that enorrapously lengthens any time recon- 
struction. He has Main Street but he does not show where Jowers or Ca/s/ijje's businesses 
were or where the White Mustang allegedly was par]!*r could add more but is there any 
need? u sing this kind of inaccurate and inadequate map of the area makes it clear that 
whatever was in liis mind it was not authentic scholarship. The omissions, many of which 
I've not gone into, are essential to understanding by those lacking detailed knowledge, 
but they also tnnd to discredit his and the official story, that Ray was the assassin. 

Here a (.85) he has his straw-nan assessment of the evidence of Ray's guilt, 
evidence of which he has reflected gross ignorance, evidence he made no effort to get 
and assess for himself. He doesn t know the evidence so lie says that in this chapter he will 
examine/ id detail each of these areas of evidence," forensic, ballistics, eyewitness 
and polygrpah. What he is really talking about does not include an examination to make out 
a case that ^ay was not the assassin, only that he was. 

On the sniper's alleged location (84) and on too much else he depends on HSGA, 
which he has criticized enough to indicate it is not dependable. In this and in the 
other evidentiary matters he ignores the MUHKI$ record;\he exploits and the court proceedings 
that he ha^> entirely ignored, hre seems to parady JFK inv: ; (ligation criticisms in such 
things as wayS; that the fatal, of the fatal bullet was not probed. The purposes are different, 
although in gegekal they arfi not, because the f<(cts are different. As this egptripping 
ignoramus does, not know, the *ing bullet, hr what remained of it, came to rest just tender 
the skin on the back and is visible and was photographed. There is no way of getting a 
precise beinning poitn for tracing the path of the bullet because on impact, was His 
Ignoipsnceship does now know, the bullet exploded. uHe gives a differnh version, the 
official mythology. The bullet, as he should have learned in Fr ameup, was designed to 
explode. Bo , there really was no need to dissect any more than was necessary to remove the 
remaining fragments, (iklanson says the corcnrer " removed a flattened bullet from ‘“lug's 
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back" butjLt was not a complete bullet and it was not flattened. As per design, what was 
recovered, what remained after the designed explosion^is deformed and largely of the base. 
If /^elandon had even asked about the evidentiary hear^^fhere there was cross-examination, 
he d have known that the expert - produced testified, after examination of the remnant , that 
with it and test firing he could state unequivocally whether that bullet had been fired & 
from the questioned or so-called Aay rifle. 

He also does not understand aad misleads the uninformed readers about tracing a 
trajectory. Re implies that if the precise position Of King's bmdy at the moment of inpact 
were know*, the phony line of the Memphis prosecution, it could be possible to project a 
line to the point of origin. Doing tills requires more than two points, it requires three 
and for there to be the third there must not be any deflection in thg. flightpath, which is 
impossible when, as happened in this case, bone is iijpacjed. Thsfcf deflects the bullet. He 
also goes for the official line that the bullet exited /ting’s gaw and entered his neck but 
the lower wound is from the exploding action officially acknowledged. (MUHKIN again, 

with the results of the testing /lelanson does not know and could j 

Only because the coroner didn't "probe" (85) he says the trajectory cannSt be 
calculated except on estimates of King' s position but he says certain areas can be elimina- 
ted, including the parking lot or the street below King. n e is wrong and there are other 
things he did not consider, apparently because they were officially ignored, i-i/te the roofs 
of bui-dings across the street or other buildings there. 

fire 

(06) Ho apparently does not realise the important of what 2s£#®Slnan Loenneke told 
the PHI (he cites HSC&), that when shot ^ing was turning slowly toward his left. ,f hiie I 
am not allegeing that there was a shot from the firehouse, he has just said that one from 
there is ruled out by what is known of the trajectory. With /Ring turned toward his left, 
it depended on how much whether or net he could have been shot from there. I am sure he 
wasn t but I'm addressing the writing. 


pHe says that the ofi'icial case against Hay was powerful but circumstantial ^ 
although it was circumstantial, it was not at all powerful, as was established at th 
and under ps&p examination before he wrote his book. He pretends to give his own 
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e hearing 


summary but it in fact is HSCA's. 
use what was presented in court.) 


(He hasn't mentioned the prosecutionjto 


now so ne can 


He begins (87) by ignoring the fact that Hay's first yenphis area appearance was at 
the -^eSoto Motel. (82) So, knowing this, ^elanson begins with the next day. lie then is know- 
ingly dishonest in saying that at the flophpuse Ray "rejected a room that had no view of 
King's motel in favor of one that did." Aside from the dishonesty of assuming that At ay 
was guilty and thus was there to kill ■‘ting, he assumes that -“ay knew where x tLng was -asd 
ha-siay of -ex wag on' z tho as &asain. What is clearly of dishonest and prejudi- 
cial intent is saying that Hay w. nted only a roq«| that let him spy on King. What he in 
fact did not want and would not use and didn't want to 'Waste money on was the kitchen of 
the apartment he declined. /re then took the only other vacant room that, by real stretching, 
coilld be said to give a sort-of view of the Lorraine, .aid although he has been there ho has 
this chart and recollection, hi:» writing does not reflect it and he is both wrong and 
confuted, here and later, -“ere he says that the man walking past Canine's sTore merely 
dropped the allegedly package. Por it/fco be dropped a large detour was required. The 
alternative, pretty clearly riled out, is the it was heaved. Vfliah he avoids in this J^is 
the utter improbability of -qhe ofi'icial story, made up by the HMD, that in walking past 
With that bundle Hay saw the police cars and just dropped the bundle. He'd have iiad to 
make a fairly long detour to drop the package at Canipe s door. (.1 think later elans on 
says it was inside the door. The police posed such a picture but in fact it was just 
outside th€, cloded ci^or. There is more x do not now go into refuting the ofi'icial story but 
Kelanson is uncritic in this representation of it and he should know better. 


lie says that Hay's story, about being at a gas station, lacks corroboration and from 
his limitation to the official mythology as well as his own ignorace tills is true but in 
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xn fact there is unique corroboration I do not no;; go into. He then says that (Pay's first 
alxbx was given to Ms then attorney, author Hanes, and that they are not consistent. In 
his he again reflects lagk of knowledge of the hearing^ l evidentiary} record. Hanes has 
r-ade a deal with Haitian Bradford Rule for the literary rights without consulting Ray and 
“ay later agreed to get %ne;; paid but with the restriction "uie would not ask him any 
questions about the crime itself. Which, of course, on publication could have been used jf 
against him. It was when Huie persisted in violating that agreement and in getting day 
tela him what could then have be n use-.; against Say that Hay made this ridiculous tale 
up in the belief that it would be apparent thsit he did not mean it. (it is that “aoul 
ran out of the flophouse, jumped in -Ray's car and hid under a white sheet - in b: 
daylight - in the back of the car. Under a white sheet?) 

Helanson s explanation oi the whole odd lawyer—' writer arrangement is that Huie 
was writing the book because of Ms interest in thr Klan. He attributes that to Ray. (88) 

rl _ ' 

me poio$?paa tests section is not worth ay space or time. Pgfste facto, too. 

"Ranting the Room begins on 89. He begins by saying tliat HSCa makes it apoear 
that Ray ranting that room was part of his assassination plan. On his own Helanson 
describes the room he rented as "wellpsuited for Ms plan of assassination." (90) TMs 
again presumeafeuilt and it is false because thsit rodip wa- not "well -suited." It might ha-., 
been the best available but it was far from well suited Bee use it was on the narrow 
passageway between the two long buildings and to even get a glimpse of the Lorraine one 
haci to get the head and upper body outside the window. For shotting one had to get even 
more of the body out in the open, holding the rifle and being aj,le to sM it when there 
way no way oi .mowing whether King would even be visible from that window, leave alone 


being able to hung out a window and fire a rifle. 

(l forgBot, from the previous page, where 14 
■auie because he was afraid Huie would leak it to the RBI. 


fhif- J u j4 

ahson_says-thut "ay gave 


tfe 
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Helanson may not know.. but 


hat xn fact *uie did leak to the RBI, all he got from Ray, seeling 
the RBI. The RBI gave hit. nothing but took what he gave -it. 


the RBI's files disclose 
his own kind of deal wit! 

Once again, only ignorance of the files he boasts about having used or dishonesty keep this 
out of the book.) 

Helanson' s description of the situation of the room "ay took misleads the reader (>91 ). 
fie says its widow^t faced directly onto the south wing of the hoarding house, «wMch is true, 
but he also says thatpin order to see /Ring's room it was necessary to lean out the window 
at least slightly,'* which could be conspicuous, r-his also assures yfehat y knev fan g was 
there and which room he liad. ,4>nd only awkward view ii'.h J motel was possible from 

that window because of the walls of the two buidlings. (.see hiis chart, where it is clear.) 


Helanson 

n e says (91 ) that 
an old-fashioned 


:i is quit;; wrong in Ms theorizing about shooting from the common bathroom, 
lat "the bathroom couxt^bo used if the assassin positioned himself inside 
batntub with steeply sloping sides." It was an old pprcelainized cast- 
xron tab on legs and it is the back that sloped steeply. If Helanson stood in it he knew 
that jtfhat he visualizes and suggests happened is not possible because the only footing it 
too iar from the window and thus the rxfleman can't get to sight and slioot. The only way 
possible, and i wa-. there and - tried all I could think of, is to stand on the inside top 
edge oj- the tub on the left leg, let the right leg dangle, and then stick the rifle out the 
window, where it would have beefy pretty conspicuous. There just is no way of bracing the 
left aria that holds the rifle other than on the windowsill. That rifle would surely ’have 
been seen by the King party on the parking lot level of the motel and by others. If lie was 
-were and jusT looked it should have been apparent to him that standing in the tub made 
it impossible to sight and fir:; the rifle at that target. The window is too high and the 
angle to the right that is necessary makes it impossible. But if he goes into tMs 
no longer theorize on the basis of Ray being the 


he can 


Lfs— f[j-L^a^ lilixue:,;.^to lr t7 !t§t Vdb > knosm-as 


assassxn. 
dtt&K- atri d— but- 


no fc i laying-: interviewed -Mm, -■ 
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Hb reports what D.L.Reeves, then known as " ertLe", said but he is United to what 
the FBI choss to record of what he responded to those answers the FBI asked hin. I did 
locate him in a hospital and interviewed hin on tape and the FBI omitted what was so 
inconsistent with its preconception. He was alert and of clear recollection. And, of course, 
("teianson, like all, made his selection of what the FBI put on paper. Reeves told ne more 
than elanson reports and it is important. 

U'i does say that James H. Laue was in the room next to Ring but he never gets 
around to say tnat to.ue was of the BJ's community relations service. 

n 

' T e does not point out that HSUA' a handling of the serious problems of p almi ng 
Stephens off as a witness was akin to the UC's with Howard Brennan. The truth is, as 
James LcCraw, she cab driver, told me, Stephens was so drubk even f®r Stephens, who he 
drove regularly, that he would not-fake him to a liquor store. In my own inquiry I learhed 
that he and £racie had no idea whey they were outside the DA' s office waiting to be called 
and questioned that night. He quotes HSCA's report: '"Stephens' sobriety on the afternoon 
of 4 prij. 4 was called into question by a number of sources, and the committee- did not rely 
on hia testimony for an eye-witness identification of the assassin." There was nobody 
else it could pretend was such an eye-witness, and only HSUA dishonesty in going over the 
FBI records that 1 made available denied it of the truth: Stephens saw nothing at all. 

u oing on about Stephens, he says that "Two months later he provided an affidavit 
used by U.S. authorities in extradieting ii a y from Bngland." #e cites this to the partial 
reo^roduction of it in Franeup. Well, there were three inconsistent Stephens affidavits, 
one drafted by the F3l and the (toiler two by the DJ Civil Eights Division. |t is the 
second o± these that was used in the extradition. ( I ingore what he has on Stephens' 
unsuccessful legal efforts to get the Iqrrge reward that was offered. Hot wnfcth the tine 
or space. | also skip the subchapter "Fingerprints^ having addressed this earlier, until 
he gets to his tabulation of prints in the bundle , page j& 98 j£ and what he never gets 
arcdnd to, where any Hay prints were said to have been lifted from the rifle, was there 
a single one where there had to be in handling and firing the rifle without gloves? Ho, 
not a one.ThtlS also was in the same part of Frameup. His listing does not, for some 
reason, include the FBI but it did. not find a single Ray print in that flophouse room 
and nobody was ever able to place hin inside it from the tine he rented it. (He freely 
admits it, however.) He does talk about Hay moving all the furniture around in tint room 
and never wonders why with prints elsewhere none fere on any of that furniture, either. ( 99 ) 

Uq doosn t know much about "Ballistics," w^ich starts on 100 . H- again depends on 
IiSCa, despite all 1 got from the F3i, and his only other notes are one to f r :' ameup, one 
the a text and one to Hichaei Kurtz. (.1 don$t care but he took more than he notes from 
Frameup.) u e also knows very little about neutron activation analysis, of which he says 
that HBCA decided not to conduct ** any. (lOl)lIe does not say of what or whether there 
were other tests that could have been performed of whether, in fact, any had been done, 
as they had been by the FBI, I got them in CA75- 1996. il e is sliajrey on interpretation of what 
is possible wifE~35 ISA and i'm surprised th^ft, he didn t learn more from Pest Nortom, which 
goes into the testing and its capabilities. l$n not now clear on NA& but I am without 
question that the FBI condicted speetrographic analyses and that I got the results so 
t-hey were available to him through me or the FBI's reading room. He says that the FBI did 
tests in 1968 and that they remain "classified." (102. They were oft subject to classi- 
fiction and i sure as hell got the results of some in the litigation.) 

That he really does not understand the tests is clear (l 02 j when he says that 
"the five bullets nay not have xxraitoifrxbHtx beqy similar, but basic comparisons could 
still be made: fragments of the fatal bullet could be compared to each of the five bullets." 
The FBI says under oath that it never uused "similar," the word it used to the Commission 
and in my litigation, becauss that does nof mean what the test shows, whether or not too 
compared speciments are identical. 
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- can simplify this by saying that if they are merely similar they are not of 
common origin. In a sense all bullets are similar and cleurltf all bullets of the^ame 
type, caliber and manufacture are similar. In short, juice again ho does not know,* wliat 
he is talking about ana xs wrong, he does not even the tent he cites, moreover, 

ne postulates the wrong and essentially meaningless comparisons. What was necessary 
was to compare the recovered fragments with the traces left on -ding's clothing. Only 
when, tliis was done and it was established tliat the ffagnent liad caused that damage was 
there any point in comparing with the correct variety of the several varieties of 
ujiifired bullets leit at the scene oi the crime. That tliis was not done ought have given 
ri elandon pause but he is unaware of it. Tliat the so-called fatal rifle was not even 
tested to see if it had been fired since the last cle;ining, alpo. beyond his ken, e Expert 
that he represents himself as being, should have been a meaning/6lue to him. .-ds well 
as the fact that this rifle was never test fired by the FBI while it did test fire a 
wide variety of other rifles it knew had not been used and were irrelevant. 

here again the xnfor. ation he lacked was readily available to him but he did not 
seek it. He could have gotten it from me and from ray F0I& litigation, which goes into 
these matters in considerable and unrefuted detail. 

°nce again I add again that all the information on what was tested and how and 
what was not tested is in HUSKIN', thousands of pages of it, and once again by his ig- 
norance of the actual data and his use of the FBI's codename he is in the position of an 
exploiter. 

Chapter 10, 103ff 4/19/89 


He calls this chapter "Time and i-iotions the Double Image of James tavl “ay." 
r± e begins by not defining what he mans while saying tliat no official investigators 
"Withered to attempt a systematic, logical reconstruction of Bay's allegediine and notion." 
t]e says this is because thay had serious doubts about how the crime was p/rpetrated. 
and once again he is wrong and his ignorance still another time comes fr&m his ignorance 
of MUPJCEM. It holds ssveral details FBI chronologies, even one in long-hand, as a matter 
of fact, lie Ians on would look better and his readers would have been much better informed 
fee had used the FBI' s because his own chronology (Appendix 8>, 165ff) is a sick joke. 
((ijBll comment on it later.) 

ms concept of what the official investihators should have done is next on this 
page (lOp), where he says that once “ing appeared so he could be shot, "liay had to gssxnp 
thsxkxi gqther up the bundle containing the radio, beer cans and aartridges, add the 
binoculars , and go up the hall to the bathroom, hoping "not to be seen. That would have 
been more than insane. -It would have been a physical ibipossibility. That bundle could 
not have been handled that way, in and out of the bathroom, particularly not after the 
r ifle was added to the box and the box was added to the bundle. (His expert and detailed 
knowledge later has him describing this as a rifle box, with the label showing, and in 
fact, if I remember correctly, it was not that at all and I think was a shotgun box. it 
is on 104.) also say, stupidly and ignorantly (104) that each of the conjectured Ray 
trips to the bathroom "he had to carry the weapon and the binoculars." The rafle has 
a telescopic sight so the binoculars did not improve visibility and besides, at about 
200 feet, did anyone of reasonably normal sight require any magnification to recognise 
Hr. King? 


iJ4xt he revels in the physically impossible again, saying th it "(t)he only way 
an assassin could fire at Hing was to step into the bathtub and angle the rifle 
toward the right (resting it on the sill)." If he wanted to fire at the moon. If he even 
was there v/hen he was xn /‘Memphis he has to know that standing in the bathtub, impossible 

reasons, anu rsting the rifle on the sill would have, dspehding on the shooter's 
^axgn, not been at a downward angle and could not have been to the right and at /fxng. also, 

he ignores the claims made by the poliee and FBI, of a mark made on the sill by the 
muzzle ox -,he rxtle. JJjls would have required that the rifle not project outside the 

window, •‘■his also makes a shot at Axng impossible. Moreover, it could *fiave have been 

* 4 
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made even in King's general dire etion fey anyone standing in that tub. I was there and 
5 tried and there was only one way in which a shot oouid have been pointe d toward King: 
by standing on the rim of the tub towatfd the wall, on the left foot, with "the right 
dangling in the tub. aven .hen, it wan not possible to have the nuzzle resting on the 
H and still point the ri±le toward ^ing Decause there was not enough room and both 
the assassin and part of the buti of the rifle would have had to have been in t .ie wall. 

I return to the il/Li for clarification. There can be variations between 'different 
batches of bullet made to the same recipe, .nid what /felanson says about all of this 
beginning with the third gas: paragraph on 101, cones, uncredited, from fp aneup, -which 

Wc.s wri o i>en beTore i'd had to learn aoout These tests. Including spectrographic , which he 
does not mention and might have been preiereable on the shell casings in I960. He 
does not give the caliber oi the other type of ammo found and describes what was used and 
duplicated in the box as "commerioal" , the other as military-type, which, if true, there 
was no point in testing. His account of the Ma tests is garbled. He says that after Aiuct^a 
bombardment "the rfadioactive characteristics are then compared." It is the decay- time 
that is measured. He then says that the comparison is "i y terms of the- trace elements that 
make up each bullet or fragment." It is the quiintities of each element that are compared. 

Hu says it is (b)y comparing the number and proportaion of the various trace aismins 
elements (is lead a trace element, or copper?) it is'"' possible to determine the probability 
of common origin." ^ou do not compare the number of elements. There can be 10 in each 
specimen bjit they may be different and this not possibihle. -t is the elements and the 
amount of each. He says "(t)he greater the variation in composition, the less likely 
buliits or fragments had a common origin." This can be confusing because for purposes of 
the test there are established parameters that are not regarded as variations although, 
obviously, the measurements are not carried out to the sixth decimal. There are ninu- 
scu le variat ions in some bullets within individual bullets, depending on such things as .t' 
the th2Mnsi3Dc'~thoroughness of the mixing. 
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Tii* rifarur to tho -voiiin nno 


/ ^oing back to the previous item, Melanson says that 




/^UjO /'VtAh 


would havejiad to lean 
order to 


Stefeub lie 

manner in 


out the window in a somewhat • 

hoot, thus exposing himself to view."(CfT4) Heropiie is assuming Hay's guilt and 
without any question, he knows that all of ning's party and fting and Kyles at the very least, 
looking that way, and none on the ground and none on the bqlcony saw a nan leaning out 
the window with a rifle? Done of the others or around the motel and in its narking 
lot? Wfcat he is talking about here proves that it was not possible /not all the" proof," 
however) for the shot to have come from that bathroom window, yet he either does not 
understand this, which raised questions about hoyinuch he doos undersatnd, or is simply 
dishonest about it because he haS the preconception of Hay's guilt, which 'X think is a 
precondition of publication, (in this scnese I note the almost complete absence of dir- 
rect or indirect criticism of the FBI.) . 

~Ciyi J i YM £_ 

he goes^along with the official federal fabrication relating - " to timing (knd~tcT Vernon 
Doliahite , 43 Sheriffs patrolman. (l08) he says that Dollahite provided no time f rame but 
that one who supposed he saw Jollahite (.he had on brown clothes, some identi i dei- 
fication! ) , Talmidge “artin, estimated it could have been as little as a half minute and 
not more than two minutes after the shot that the alleged escape djjr left, cites the 
correct ^oll.ihite PBj. interview but he can hardly have read it if he can begin to 
believe that Dollahite did all he said he did before, after going around tie entire block, 
he was back at the bundle in anything like two minutes. This is not the first tine I've 
wondered if he really read the records he cites,. The alternative, again, is dishonesty. 

And what is interesting here is that he does not note that the testimony used at the 
guilty— plea hearing has a ranking police offici^j who was not even there as tlie:/one who 
founa the bundle^ wher^e ^he says correctly that Sheriff's lieutenant Hudson u hormley (the 
same I could not mention earlier, actually found it and 0 ) the testimony relating to this 
at the evidentiary hearing which, in even UhgSfoley' a expansion of the time, shows the 
impossibility of the official concoction that, for the moment, 1 here do not go into. 

instead he argues that "it is indeed possible" for fay to have done all the things 
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~ ^ioread there melanson slips Iron the- bathroom to the bedroom to sav that Ray 
ou].d have both surveilled and fired from the bedroom, albeitsst a somewhat awkward 
position. Despite the narrow passageway between the two halves of the fiohouse, anyone 
leaning out that window would have been quite conspicuous to all t l,e people at’ the 
motel, more so if he had a rifle and was preparing to shoot. First, there is a real 
question in ny mind about whether he could have been out the window far enough to use 
the rifle and hold it steady enough for shooting find not risk falling out. Then there 
is what ?klanson ignores, x suppose from knowing nothing about shooting. If hav did not 
lurk there . with the rifle in position, king would have to linger quite some tine in one 
place, a limited area of the balcony, al{ that was visible from that window, for Rav to 
get the rifle out, get King in the sights (if he had already adjusted then for distance/ 
that being necessary with a telescopic sight), steady himself and the rifle and still 
m this more than awkard position be able to squeeze the shot off. Any jerking, no matter 
how minute, and the shot is off target. Either way he was certain to attract attention and 
be both toiled and caught. & shot from there had to be close to parallel wit's the wall 
oi the. building, so he‘d have had to be pretty far out that window. It is almost certain 
that nis grip on the rifle would be more than just awkward and would interfere with Ms 
aiming, assuming, oi course, thaT ho was skilled in using the rifle mid its sight, 
which he was no . and could nor have been, xt is a radically different position than one 
thau '--onid. have. been practised. (.There is no evidence at all t at Ray ever practised with 
tnat^ riile and its sight, both absolutely necessary for accurate shooting.) The probability 
is, nad he tried this, he would have djhad Ms weight and the pressure from it on the 
windowsill on Ms stomach a/ the least. He'd have had to get farthur out the window than 
his. lowest ribs to even try the shot. These considerations mitigate against even tMnking 
of it and he/d have had to be crazy to depend on it without holding the rifle out the 
..indow and aiming in general a f~ tnat part of the motel, and a can t imagine Mn doing 
tnat without being seen because he was never there except in broad daylight, when there 
».as considerable activity at the motel. 1 believe Melanson dreamed this up in part from 
ignorance and in part from necessity because he knows and comes close to suggesting that 
a shot from tliat bathroom was also impossible. 
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hs had to have done from the time the shot was fired through completing making the biitVdle 
snd getting into fie car and starting i~ and taking of* witiiout being seen. Of course 
it w ai not possible, out Uelanson argues, say, that even if Hay had to have detoured to 
his oedroom to make Hie bunule, x P wa$ still possible ~c o do al_L he had to do and run 
the jiistance and the steps inside and outside the flophouse within two minutes. What 
he rally says is that even if it took longer, it dadnSt take longer. Otherwise he is 
admitting Hay's innocence and tangling with the fi3i. (He clearly preferred tangoing with it 

Had he spoken to °iii or me about this he'd have known that we timed what Ghormley 
did in about 4§ seconds. Perhaps from ignorance, and 1 don't think he lied about tills, 
he says tliat Ghormley "sprinted" as he proceeded from the firehouse to the front of 
that building. Gliornley is crippled, had a pronounced limp, feared even going down over the 
- n “she back 01 the flophouse, as all the other officers did, and instead walked as 
ftj-st, as he could walk, which is what he testified to, toward Main Street and Canines. 

£n his version of "The Bundle Drop" (beginning on 10°), ..hich is the repetition 
without question ol the official mythology, he doesn't even have the simple geography 
straight, las is supposed to have happened on the east side of ^qtfuh Main Street, with 
the car parked at the curb near Canipe’s and pointing north. He says that looking at the 
manjLn the car, which Canipe never said he did and denied having said to me in Les Payne's 
ptsbence , Canipe was looking at. "a bit of the left side of the face." after getting this 
m far in this book, I'm no? surprised tliat T^lanson says that ^aniue could not the side 
of the nan's face toward him but could see the side away from him. Driving; norhh, with Canipe 
to his east, only the right side of his face could have been visible. (11 o) 

He represents that; there were three witnesses, Canipe and tuz-o black customers n;>med 
plnley and Graham. Thej^ were not ’witness s£ anything, especially not of Hay's driving 
nis car away. So u elanson says (Hi) that "(m)ost implicative for Hay is the fact 
that three witnesses associate the bundle drop with the screeching departure ofHBnT a 
white car." If this were true, as it is not, how could it implicate Hay at allWithout 
on identification of fay at least as the driver and really also as the one who was 
seen to drop the package? 

gtfp v 

xffiefeten goes into what he says is HLCa's conclusion, that -%y saw a police car 
protruding from the firehouse parking space and t&us "threw the bundle of evidence down 
in a monent of panic." physically this is impossible as he presents Hay's flight, 

for he'd have had to turned toward (Sanipes from the gidewalk and then return toward "the 
sidewalk, ^ for heaving it would have completely destroyed the bundle, which wqs not tied, // 
|as merely wrapped m a bedsoread/* ix is hot BSCi' s conslusion but the fiction it adopted 
/rom the police and their apologists and the FBI. His own sketch of the area, which 
seems to greatly reduce the distances because it reduces an entire city black to the width 
of the printed page (4 l/4") shows that the distance from the curbline to the door of 
Canipe' s store as l/l7 of a city block, quite a space! and what he also does not go into 
wnd does not label on his sketch, is tliat a dense hedge blocked any view of the parking 
apron ol the lirehou.se iron Canipe ! s door alnost to the cu:*b« 

o'n 1 1 2 he actually says that ^Injornley n ran f ‘ to liain Street aiter rooming going to 
the Lorraine. e did not go to the Lorraine and could not run. In saying that boiighite 
ran to the Lorraine and then to main Street, he omits all else Dollahite did at the 
iorrame and the fact the he ran to the opposite end of li ulberry, then examined both ways 
on nuling, then ran the block to Lain, also looking both ways, a ncj then retraced his 
direction to Canipes, most of an additional block. Or, even if it didnM; and could not 
happen, it happened anyway. 


Hext on tMjU same page he is lost in simple geogxojahy, saying that with Hay's 
ear allegedly park "beyond| ('apparently netmin^ron the flophouse) #Ganipes on the sane 
side ox the street" that Hay approached (itj from the south.! The exact opposite. 
But when he could call the right side of the face its left, he can’t really be faulted 
for not knowing north from south. C>) cW/Z, %u[,\ 71 fif. y+f. 
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Still trying to make sense of the nonsense about that bundle (lip) he becomes 
a shrink to point out that at fires people do irrational tilings, like delaying "departure" 
for retrieving some possession. So, that's what explains Hay, of whom he says he "surely 
had a propriety interest in t|je bundle." Of course! Why else would he jeopardize himself 
to gather it all up if not to leave it assembled to be discovered by those anxious to 
capture him?" Elementary, m^ dear Watson! 

Jftill on this page, he reflects igorance of the photographs of the crime scene that 
1 got in my lawsuit and he misuses without saying how they were made available. He 
says of (fanipe's tilt it it had a large, glass front, which is time, "and the door was 
open (the bundle extended into the doorway} so that the door must have teey opened 
when the drop occured. " Now^here is a demon investigator, who has read -^rameup, which has 
a pictura of the bundle as ©am in it, and the door is closed. Of this he eanot be 
ignorant because besides all_.the uncredited use of that book he has many citations to 
it. hAid then there is i-iUBIQJ/, the MtKi'JN of his title, and it includes copies of the 
police photographs. It has both the pcture as the package was~iaExfeE±y fiifet seen, and 
the picture the police stage^, the one that A/elanson refers to here and only it. More- 
over, if he'd read the various interviews he cites of those he calls "witnesses" when 
they say nothing, he have known that the door# was closed# not open. 

Mem *-Two White Mustangs" begins on 114. Before going into this l note that although the 
initial reports were of two white mustangs there was only one but there were two white 
cars, the second probably a Eoru Pair lane from the documents I've examined. 


Departing from his usual dependence on othey sources some of w. dch are not reliable, 
Melanson this time says of Hay's alibi, that ho was at a gas station at„the time of the 
crime, "(n)o evidence has been generated that corroborates his alibi. S' U?. did not ask me 
about tliis and it is not true. He merely is ignorant. There is a crucial part, not that 
Hay is confirmed at a gas station but what he saw when he got back to the area of the 
flophouse, that is confirmed. He then quotes a variety ox’ records on the second must .ng 
without realisation of the other importance of those records or worse, undrstanding 
qnd ignoring them. They are exculpatory. 

Subchapter "The Paradoxical Hay" begins oij, 123. It is based on the presumption of nay’s 
guilt rather than any real assessgtjpa ox"%i&s. In saying that an in-depth analysis, pre- 
sumably Ms, makes Hay more rathr than a less puzzling figure he reflects his own pre- 
conception and his lack of understanding of James and all the other Hays. They are not at 


all puzzling once you know and understand then. They are quite predictable. Jllustrative 
of the undependability of the professionals he quotes "political scientist Janes W. 

Clarke" and his book American assassins as saying tfcat Hay is "a coldly rational and shrewd, 


hit nan." There is no indication of , any "lilts" or even violence 


if no t, highly competent j - - ^ w-. , q/"-/ - — . .. w — v* ^ - ■ — y — 

in ‘‘•ay's history. 0 a y ^ / coirfrj's gLxtVv f i'/gW - a 


Chapter 1 ' 


"Motive :The 


(This nonsense comes 


records I got in i'Olk litigation against the CIA. These are the records 


ciu-i 

rom Jay Kennedy is CIA 

eier to earlier 


the 


were used in widely syndicated stories by the WxPost and the L.a. Times. J 


Melanson begins by listing grojfps he says had ample motive for assassinati-en JFK. 
°ome just are not reasonable although others have held such theories, like Castro and 
"oil barons. "(From the SHEC3 fraud, FarewfftllL America,'*) He also includes the KiiB, of 
which there is not only no evidence, there also is no precedent and ft grossly mis— 


presents, 


for 


a proles 


:ial political scientist, the relationship between JFK and 


-Hii’uschev. 


On 117 he refers to a "typical" FBI record on King as a n?d without indioaf ing 
that rather than this single record with that caption. Corn .unist Infiltration of the 
Southern Christian 4 ;; adevshio Conference, that is the title of a massive file at H0 and 
the field offices. (I have a 400-page inventory of the field office holdings on this and 
related files.) I n next citing Jay Kennedy's political diatribes against (ting from 
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the .hoove-mentioned 01 A. collection, he gives no background on Kennedy at all. This is not 
an oversight because he quotes Harrow, who is explicit and detailed on that paranoid, 
i’or a political scientist in particular this is dishonest but he still strives to make a 
case of a Cl& conspiracy and this is one of his means. Kennedy was so paranoid an anti- 
Com. :unist former Communist that his judgement had to be questioned. If he read al^tbat 
was disclosed to me without knowing who the source was, as to begin with I did not^rxfie 
content of those reports made it apparent that the source was nor dependable and was 
very biased. 

"Another CIA file|t o 
of notes and receipts appar 
he s.ys makes it apparen 
disclosed to me in FOIa litigation against it and was the bpsis of both the Post and Tines 

articles, as he cannot easily have avoided knowing. Obtairipfroia King is ambiguous. King, 

clearly, did not just give the contents of Jjis packets away. It was part of a bag job. 
(There is no indication that this was or was no? Dy the FBI or the CIA g - it - aelf -> ) 

It i& apparent that all he got from his FOIa requests is an excuse for claiming 
in his book that he brought something neai to light. Be didn't. xi c got only what had 
already been disclosed as the result of difficult and costly litigation by others he 
does not credit, a measure of his scholarship. 

I reHly wonder if he got all - got because what is missing lends itself more to 
building a case that the Ola conspired to kill King. It wan the records relating to 

projected civil disobedience, closing down all the bridges, for example, which could 

close the government doen. Instead he says that King objectives could have been seen by 
"elements" of intelligence as a major Horn munist effort. (132^* mates no other reference 
here to what //ing planned for that spring,, /C'' 1 Jt py, U.' 

Other such CIA records I got and were public before he got anything at all in- 
clude intrusions into the funeral, Kennedy's refusal to report to the FBI rather than CIA 
and if I remember correctly, plans to replace 'King with so. ,eone more amenable to "the 
intelligence com. unisty."In so slira a book and so flimsy a case against the CIA I would 
think he'd not omit these tilings if he had them. And £ f he did, I'd wonder about his 
judgement if he had then and omitted them. Unless he wanted to try to hide that he had 
accomplished nothing with his FOIA effort that was limited to a request and acceptance of 
what the CIi. chose to let him have. 

Chapter 12, "Threads from the Web of Conspiracy" (l34ff) 

Having not a single fact to show the existence of this imagined intelligence 
conspiracies begins this chapter by saying that, "^gjivevjtho state of the evidence, tiny 
attempt to outline certain dimensions must necessarily be speculative. But speculation 
has its place in exploring the meaning of known data/ and pointing the way for further 
investigation." Whatever Jje means by "dimensions" he does nothing but speculate and he 
does this without any factual basis at all. He then, again without any factual basis at 
all and only as speculation, treats the .Jay aliases as selected by an intelligence agency. 

His ignorance and lack of understanding of Ray iS further exposed (135) when he 
says Ray had 'Slhaky power of memory." Ray has a good memory, 

Resumed 4/24 To give credibility to hi"s theory he says that Ray had the nose job done 
to look more like the real (salt and the other aliases. Ray had it done to change his 
appearance so he'd look less like the mug shots. xl e was an escapee, as he embellishes 
nothing it remains nothing so he lias the alleged conspiracy intending "to implicate the 
real Galt just long enough to allow Ray to escape to angola, where he could be comfortably 
disposed of." In the light of what is kmo^n in particular this is not even good fiction. 
There was no need to implicate the real Galt in any way at all and when the name was dis- 
closed nothing happened to him. It also had no effect on Ray c <$T his escape. There was no 
connection and there need have been no connection. The purpose is always to escape and that 


btained by the author," he says (1 30) "contains a potpourri 
■ently obtained from If ing himself." This and the rest of what 
,t that what he got from SIA jin 1982 is precisely what it urtU** 
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/^require implicating anyone el::e. In t±his case Hay had not used the Halt al^as for weeks 
and used Sneyd from the tine he took tie plane i:iT55c£- Canada. This silliness also breaks 
aown, as it has elsewhere, in the fact: that Hay was broke and could not got to angola. If 
hsthad had a^fow more dollars he could have taken a boat from Portugal, but he didn't becuse 
he lacked a few bucks. Cercacnly any intelligence agency conspirators would have seen to ’ 
it? that their pidgeon could fly and that “ay would not have been broke, and if the intend 

fJZ su ?- J0 ?® d . ? onspir ^te of in ^d-ola, no reason being advanced 

for this iBLatation _e Carre, ^hy have since then? (Ss he notes, iron ny 

^elli'.g him, murders in jails are- easy but it hasn't happened in more than two decades.) 

The nonsense continues as he says, for no reason given or imaginable, that the other 
aliases were "to iurthev- implicate" the real Galt. Cheaper and cheaper, he follows this 
by saying that the other aliases £6culd have been picked up by physical surveillance in the 
general area around Galt's home." it gets sickerJand sicker, sillier and silkier, with 
less and less point or reason. He crescendos (136) with more of this gibberish, that "Galt 
was more than simply a cover. He wag a man who could be implicated at least temporarily 
while Hay made his escape. The real u alt was fortunate not to have been arrested as the 
prime suspect." (.That he had a perfect and proven alibi -he worked - is immaterial to 
helanson as is the demonstrated lack of need for such a swamp from actual events.) 

a11 °^ this is neither silly nor stupid enough for him and for Praeger he then s.ys 
^ha^ uhe description of king's killer- who was not seen by anybhdy (and if the so- 
u«u ed f l°phou^e iten'W.^cations are taken as dependable, which they weren’t) earn— 
vase meaningful — * - A -■*-* — ~ - 


a description of millions of men, not one of whom was picked 


- - ” xx xou, iiui, Line ui buuiu was TJicijea 

up for questioning. (30 instead of 50, 5-10 dark to d:mdy hair, medium build, ruddy 
complection,^ black suit" white shirt.) In all of this fantasy he reflects his great 
ignorance oi ^ rhe MURKER files , which show that the Galt alias rather than doing what he 
conjectured it was schemed to do resulted in uA massive manhunt limited to the US for all 
the Gaits there were, including at least one Eric, if I recall correctly, and a father and 
a son - exactly the oppose of his nightmare. 

, Ignoring the considerable lapse oi tine Cl 37 ) he says that the trail led to '-■andda, 
that "the authorities might have hypothesized that Galt shot ling and then fled back to 
Canada, using as aliases the names of solid citizens who lived near him." That this 
did not happen or need to happen is immaterial in this convoluted thinking, ana that the 
laot thing, had i. been real, that the real (>alt would have done would have been to use a 
aliases that would have led to him does not occur in this novelist's concent of real crime. 

Hor does he give any reason, for there is none. 

Further flaunting his iJlRKIH i gnorance he says that on 4/l 7 the I)J "issued a press 
release designed to focus 'StsHi^S'iiicreased attention on thi-^Hunt for Galt. The 
department filed a complaint with the U.S. Commissioner in Birmingham" charging Hay with 
rhe crime. This was done to secure an arrest and fo gwpadaitional publicity for the 
i la ggin g manhunt." »/e 11, flagging it vq§ n* t. ffey’ely unsuccessful. But in the rest he misses 
onefpas of the most ridicukous of the FBI's heavy-handed and self -describing stupidities, 
•rifefct^of all, he didn't have to be charged to be picked up. He wasn't charged for two weeks. 

Ali. oi this was not by the department, which the FBI froze out, nof~ trusting it. x t also 
did not trust the KJRttorney in /^emphis , which is why Birmingham was selected. The Commissioner 
tnere, xt knew, would oe oonpliaht and ask no questions. And there should have been questions. 

.*1 conspiracy is required by the ^ivil Rights dcl/in a murder case, and the only allegation 
of any conspiracy is th t Hay planned to go hunting with his brother in Wisconsin! This is 
actual, not my jjoke . _yo the real reason was to make a claim to the jurisdiction tint the 
FB.t had not had fok two weeks. Then He did not even trust the Bimingriam field office to 
handle even she release, so ic disoated the release by phone to 3 'ham. Rather ti^an tiie 
departmeiyf doing any o± tliis there was an inifarnal fight after the fact because -ty e FBI 
kept it m total ignorqnce and the worst place to file the charges ’was in 3'liam, tie best 
was /femphis^, where tie crime had been. Tliat an intention could have been to make it a'owear 
trwit ohe FBI wa'i on the ball, when it knew it was not, escapes his t inking- and theorizing. 

He then puffs himself up in saying that "Ola documents obtained by the author^sssx 
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under "FOX A" show that" they got their "i'ield officosP^ SFffoh in not what the Gin calls 
then at all (stations and b^ses) so he knows this little about the (JIA. <snd these are 
among the records I'd already gotten and used years earlier, so great is his actual aceom- 
plishyjmt < £JlxZ FOIa and the UI&. Sion he says ( 137-8) that the next day tiie FBI finally 
identified hay, with a ilUHKlb record I'd gotten years earlier. Having made no reference at 
all to the massive wait search by the FBI limited entirely to the US and its earlier 
refusals to have the bounties search in Canada, ho refers to what the FBI calls its 
teletypes as its "cables," which it never does, this one from Kansas City, citing the 
Toronto phone book, precisely the search FBIHO had earlier rejected. (.He seems to be 
going way out of his way not to say a single word critical of the FBI and tills need not 
be . because of his thoroughgoing ignorace of the KURKIN records. 

Next he says that because the real G a it had never to then been questioned by authori- 
ties,^ "Ills alibi had not in any way been established." he appears to mean the real Galt 
and the utter irrelevance is lost on him and any editor. (There is no sigh of any editing 
other than possible of language despite the crying need for injections of some sense of 
or contact with reality in all of the gibberish.) 

Without any realization of how it dissipates all this sil lines he finally, in a 
different context U39) reports that by the time the real u alt was known Ray’s finger- 
prints were complete exculpation in and of themselves. Without realizing how any intelli- 
gence agecy would have avoided it he says that by then Kay was only 1 5 miles away from 
the real Galt. Instead he conjectures that the bounties night have thought they had their 
man by an "interrogation." Ho interrogation could have led to such a conclusion and there 
were the Ray rfpints and Galt's payroll records. 

He follows this stupidity with another claim to his derring-do accomplishments, 
getting Ray's letter to ’-’outh AiVica unde:-’ FOIA. Hot only has it been disclosed to ne 
years earlier and was at the tine of he supposed search readily available to the entire 
world in the FBI's public reading room, the FBI had disclosed it to the press, which had 
used it contemporaneously. 

He then tries to give this nothing of an accomplishment# -Some meaning ( 1 40 ) . 

Later. I Icnocked off about 5 a.n. to go out gs and get and read the papers but while 
doing this the above paragraph was on my mind. He lias puffed himself throughout in the 
sane way. I was reminded that when we spoke yesterday you asked ne if I really believe 
he is ego-tripping. As you know from what I first wrote you, before I road the book I was 
sure of it from the dust jacket and then from as I now recall, the acknowledgements . So, 
ta.ee tliis refrain of according to documents obtained by the author under- FOIa. To what has 
he referred? Only to what was already out as a result of my litigation, 100ji> as tills 
relatejs to the FBI and almost certainly as it relates to the GIA. The one question 
with tiie OIa is did Gassov; get anything I had not already gotten? I do not liabe total 
recall of what A got and don't know what Harrow got but what I've seen referred to I did 
ge-u^llow there is no question but that Rolans on knows enough about ray King litigation, 
from me certainly and probably from iesar. So here he is a decade, perhaps more later, 
and he is telling t:.e trusting reader (and editor and publisher) that he did all of that 
F0$A work. xl e has no reference anywhere in the book to my litigation and even in his flowery 
inscription to me is general only and omits any mention of ^ing, leave alone thanks for it. 
If he wen a student and did such a tiling, how would you regard and treat it? are the 
standards for professors, professional scholars, any lower? Why would he be so dishonest 
except if he were on an ego trip? And is it no£ even worse when he says that what he does 
not know isn't known, particularly when it is in the FOIL, records -*• got? When he speaks 
of FBI records he got under FOIa he is really talking about jiwhat was freely available to 
all in the FBI's public reading room. No, I have no doubt on this score. 

In trying to give his nonexisting accomplishment in getting the letter Ray wrote 
to the- South iifricans (I picked it up from the newspapers first", in 1968 a then got it 
under FOIA), he says that all the Galt paper Ray generated had not been collected and 
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the handwriting examined to be certain it wan stay's. What in the world for? Only his sicg 
cneory tiiat the GxA was oehind xt. Oi all the things to oe done in a real investigation, 
there is almost nothing that could have served less. If in fact the CIA had been behind it, 
there is no doubt they woul d have seen t o it that Ray wrote all the things out so they 
could be traced to him. ~/\ / ' / 

^ (f\ Ulstf /> ^ 

He quotes Rays as spying ne aid not remember writing this letter in lycp.jl have 
no trouble believing tnat.( Melanson says tnat Ray "ignored the real question of what 
had motivated him to resp'ond" to an ad soliciting immigration to Rhodesia but that is 
silly because Ray's earlier explanation, borneout by his efforts, was that if he got to 
Rhodesia he'd not be subject to extradition. Is there any more reasonable explanation? 
ana this was public. So, if Relanson saw something being hidden^, why did he not ask ^ay 
about his earlier explanation - and why does he ignore that here? 

ilelanojsn says (l42) that “ay was captured because "the unseen hand that had 
feuided"him had failed. There is no reasonable indication at all of any guidance of any 
kind from the moment fling was shot and the earlier "guidance" appeared in franeup. 

He follows this with nonsensical misinterpretations, like Rjfay's behavior in ^ondon 
and Portugal contrasted rather strikingly with his smooth, competent fugitive activities 
in Toronto whJich 1 ' 1 elanson then proceeds to misrepresent. He then says that "(fjurther 
evidence (sic) that Ray had lost his lifeline is provided by his possible participation 
xn a London bank robbery, four days before his capture." Ray was, without question, getting 
desparate in Lisbon, lie was broke and feared trying to pull a job because he knew no 
Portugese. ■ L ’his is the reason he ieturned to fcondon, to get funds by robbery. There is 
no need to conjecture that Ray was a robbed of the gulham bank. He admitted to me there 
was another man in on it with him. They|spait what they got, 81 00 each. That .was a paltry 
sum and it did not relieve Ra^'s desparate situation, The bank note demanding money was 
disclosed in .my litigation c aff the footnote is to HsC& t Relanson is wacky when he says 
that Ray "denies the efime.” if he did, and there is no source noted, he was having snort 
with ■ i %lanson. He never denied it and couldn't. His prints were there, as k. does note. 

Ly the top of 144 he is erecting strgwpT^.^, xl e says that "lone-assassin mythologists 
would probably teli us that in Eurgjo/fe Ray s)j e go-gratification as a famous assassin came 
to the fjore (that is, he wanted to~ get caught)." When after two decades this had not happen- 
ed, wha-qlionest purpose is served by the conjecture that has no basis at all? He uses 
this to say there is a better explanation. One not better is not possible, which is why 
Melanson made it up. His better explanation is that Ray hud lost contact with his 


handler 


and was on ms 


He gives no source for the misrepresentation that Ray's sole contact in Portugal 
was with a whore. (Much more, aside from MURKDf , is in huie's articles and book and he 
got most of that from “ay, the rest from his own investigation. $e cites Huie as a source, 
so the omission is hprdly an accident.) 

He says there is no corroboration that Ray was seen with another man in London, 
in his hotel, that there were no corroborating witnesses. V/Jjo asked for any witnesses? 

I got what - published about that in • c 'raoeup from the papers. Moreover, if I recall KURKIN 
correctly, it was corroborated. o' "m? ,Ul( StnfJ’ fa -nuyi'/O ■ 

Resit elanson pntjificates that if Ray had gotten to angola he'd have been assassi- 
nated but had this been done in Canada there would have been too great s^tink. This is 
entirely loony. If his "handlers" wanted to assassinate him in angola, they'd have seen tc 
it that ho got there so they could knock him off. and is there any rational reason for be- 
lieving that were he killed anywhere they would not have been the identical sensation he 
says would have existed in Canada or England only? Of course not. 

s4n he tries to argue this siliines, ad the bottom of the page he refers to the '5ifc 
"string of unsuccessful efforts t<9 assassinate °astro" by the CIA, citing a limited and ^ 
questionable source inacaurateiy . Be says it is the Church committee. Jt was in fact the 
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S chweikor s ub c ors .ii t te e 


,Bu.t if 


the Cia had not been able after 


all those efforts over 


all those years to kill Castro, how does that persuade they'd do any better with 
Or thaw they’d use a Hay-e special ly when there is no evidence that he was any kind of 
shot at all and all the evidence is that whatever kind of shot he had been many, many year 
earlier, he'd not done any rifle shooting in many, many years J 


(145) He says, citing no source, that the CIA has an "Executive Action Unit (.formed 
to eliminate troublesome foreign leaders)..." I do not believe that there is such a formal 
"unit" in the CIA and certainly not one so titled officially. He also says that it 
"dispatched its premier hit-man, code name Cj/WIlHJ\ sic)" to kill Lamumia. I am certain 
that it has no such staff hit men and I bedieve that the nan he refers to was a free-lance 
it picked up. His footnote lower down is to the Senate Intelligence Committee and he 
says that what he says is taken from its account of the scheme to kill Lamumfca. However, 
issss there is no source citation to what - quote from his own words above. 


,, At the bottom of this page, on his own authority, no source cited, he says tliat 

lt)he fact that Hay did not get to angola, or tliat his competence as a fugitive seemed 
to evaporate on the other side of the Atlantic, or that he lived to stand trial, cannot 
be used to dismiss the involvement of American intelligence or its network^ or offshoots.^ 
In reality, intelligence-based assassination^ plots are not always as f lawless as their 
fictional counterparts." He has and he has cited no basis in fact for alleging, as he 
here does allege, that there was such a plot to kill king 0 ^ which lt ay was part. The 
rest, about Hay's not getting to Angola, where there also is no evidence that he was to 
have been killed, a elanson haviagnust made that up; afout his alleged incompetence in 
Europe; and that he did live to sxand trial, lias no meaning at all and certainly is not 
a basis for alleging that there had been an intelligence plot to kill king. 

x his is irresponsible writing. He does not use any conjectures here, does^ot say 
it is his theory, and even if he had that, too, would have been utterly irresponsible 
because despite all hisjsover-writing, conjectures, imaginings and theorising/ he has not 
presented a single bit of evidence even indicating that there has been such a conspiracy. 

Chapter 13, "an interview )fith James Karl Kay" 146ff. 

He begins by saying tha] he had been warned "by sources, in Nashville" tliat just kfi 
because he had permiss ion to s ee Kay he would get in without ..difficulty. He says tliat 
he was "stalled" at the Sbe "checkpoint." Crap. At the front desk, which everyone lias to 
go through. I never heard of anyone having any trouble at all seeing Kay once there was 
permission. I never had any and no reporter ever complained of any to ae,0 » 

Me says (147) that Kay was paler because of "segregation." He knows isSEix 
little about jails. Paleness is commonplace among prisonrs who do not get to spend much 
tine outside. "Segregation" is immaterial, although if it means less time outside, possibl 
there could be more paleness. (3nliy he has no basis for any comparison. 

He then wonders if there was a "new" fiay, tfehateVer tliat nay be imagined to mean, 

\j3hy should there have been? When he gets into his interview ( 148) he refers to himself as 
"the interviewer" and says tliat when ho got to the more "sensitive areas - the g&fefcx 
Galt alias, the fat /Han, to conspiractors - the second f\ay emerged." "Sensitive" only 
in terms of Milanson's fabrications, particularly 01 tliat unestablished conspiracy, the 
existence of which he states unequivoealltj jagain here, "the conspirators." To Hay there 
was absolutely nothing in any of that. To him it was nonsense. How else was he to have 
treated it? Did he have to be as looney as Melanson not to be this "second Hay?" J -his 
second f^ay did not speak as well (not that A*elanson had ever spoke to him before), 

"his power memory all but disappeared" (again because he had hot been interested in 
what ^olanson imagines and presents as fact)" and he rambled (as he always did) and 
sometimes was not as close as ffelanson would have liked to what he was talking about - all 
fictions that have to be fact for ^elanson’s book. But even if this were not true, how 
could he expect Say to say what could later be used against ^ay's interests? 

Next he imagines again that the fat nan delivered money to fojy. There is no chance 
that any intelligence agency would use that method and there is no reason to believe that 
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the mqn he tries to mice into something by making out ho has to keep his nam^secret 
when it n .-ver has been secret had any such connection. Pro^Ielanaon* s description of 
him and how his mind works there is even less possibility any such connection. 

But once again, had the spooks given (?ay any money he would not have been frustrated 
in his efforts to got where there was no extradition and he certainly would not have 
been broke, as he was when captured. 

it is only because Meianson imagines there is significance in what was of no 
significance to j^ky that he can make all this gooey kid stuff up. To Meianson what 
is unreal is real and what in real is unreal, "o wonder he was so disappointed in his 
Ray interview and doesn't admit that he got nothing, tiiaT he blew it. Kow in the world 
could he begin to dream that he could get any information £ky had not already given 
to so many skilled, professional interviewers and reporters, had not given to his 
defense when his life was at stake? Nonetheless, if he came away with nothing at % 
all, that is the fault of this "second" Hay. It could not possible be that there was 
nothing for him to come away with. >S*adn t he a J ready in hi.; own rang transformed his 
nutty theory into the only fact?/*'**! fat Mu-i/wr £+« t&4 M-Uth /w#r h hutf 4t/irrh. ^ fu 4X* fc ■ 

as he embellishes his studpid concept that the fat man was delivering money for the 
spooks he says (149) jfk at Hay had to lie about meeting the fat man at his rooming house, 
that Hay was afraid. Why in the world .should he have feared getting money if there had been 
a money delivery he was expecting? Or if there had been an intelligence conspiracy, why 
should he; have feared a contact with it when he so desptarately needed help? Crazy 
writing-, crazy thinking, he ends by saying that Hay was, noi scared and the reason for it 
was"that he was expecting a deliver;/." Ikcrf' iu. tdJ mV 

HcDauldton (called "Bolton") gave a contemporaneous s^ory to the police, that 
the unsealed envelope Ray had left in the phone booth and he returned, had to do 
with seeking a job. Nothing unreasonable in that. Only 1-ielanson prefers this nut’s 1984 
story, that "She letter had sinister ccnspira^toijt'al overtones relating to Ray' s 
escape to Portugal." Ray inf act escaped to England, and no spookerv in the world would 
have put anything at all relating to a cons pira tor/ murderer 1 s escape ii/a letter that 
it then mailed! 

he concludes this crap by trying to make something of the fact; that !?ay did not go 
to the travel agency for his passport and ticket for two weeks, ufltii the time he was 
scheduled to leave. Kelanson says this is because it ay had to wait to get the money the 

fat roan brought him from the spooks. jsot that “-ay had to rob to get the money, not that 

he wanted to avoid too much unnecessary exposure, not that he had no need to got the ticket 
until he ready to use it. Only that he had to await for -the spoSks to get money to 

him -v^Jithout even suggesting that there would have been any reason for the spooks to 
run risks by delaying- the delivery. Or that they also could have gotten him a ticket 
and nassport. (They made then all the tine!) 

", 

vn the Galt alias part of the Ray interview , which must have made (wonder what in 
the world Meianson was up to, he says that Ray muttered soue-ching about "the matching 
scars" that sounded like he was humoring Meianson. He probably was by then. 

talking about what he describes all this crap as /‘the sheer weight of the data" 

he laid out before Hay, he says "there was a bightnesqin his eyes and a trace of a smile." 

(I5l) The wonder is that Ray did not burst out laughing. There was no Ddata2 of any meaning 
and it weighed a lot if it weighed a feather, s/hen ~ L ay did not respond the way Meianson 
thought he should and wanted him to, there was something wrong with Ray, thafsecond" 

Ray again. The nut Meianson dees not realize that there was nothing Ray could say because 
w elanson is so sold on his insanity tixat he really believes is fact when it isn't. 

Perhaps most irrational of all is ^elanson ' a expectation, assuming that there had 
been a conspiratorial involvement in getting those aliases for Hay, that Ray would tell 
him all. Uhat in the world for? To JX ay Meianson was just another jerk he would try and get 
some use out of and, of course, once again didn't. 
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When Helanson gets za the *>ohn Willard alias ho assumes tlmt there was only one 
man by tills name anywhere and he lived a nils find a half if on the real Galt. Haybe that 
is the nan whose name -Kay took as an alias but I know of no reason to assume it and I 
think I recall that it is an alias he had used years earlier. £/e did, whether or not 
the genius Helanson knew it, use many false names earlier in hi:; trivial career ccf petty 
crime. I'm hot bothering to check because the whole thing is incredibly silly and immature. 


And as,, lie continues with his own accout 
he learned about the real ^alt, he actually believed £ha 
could not be if it made no sense to him and would no i id 


(iso) 


oi 


whal 


asked “a y about what he says 
%y would be responsive, as he 
! it wjre real. 

"lia'T there is no rational limit to what Helanson can imagine and then put on paper 
is illustrated in a different way with his comment on a letter from Hay saying that 
Blakey may have suspected that there was something in the Galt "^natter" (in fact Blakey 
didn't) but Helanson %cs if t.'as could be Hay"s "cryptic way of suggesting that there 
is indeed more to the Galt matter than official investigators knew or that he is willing 
to divulge." That a collosal ego “elanson haS to have had to undertake the interview in 
the expectatuon that he could or would get something new and to really let iiinself think 
that flay would make a cryptic suggestion of truth in hisnonsense tiiat must iiave amused 
flay. J i 

He actually expect ;\py to tell him klio asked for the duplicate Alabama drivers 
license (153) Hay told him he never got that license. I dor^t know whbthr ror not he 
did, but I can't imagine an escapee driving across the ^country without a divers license, 
either. Helanson says he expected "another stone to be added to the wall," and, Hay 
said, after a pause, "Haybe .Raoul" got it. this is, Helanosn says, an admission 
"Hay has never made before. ",4t last? He lias an accomplishment. But he does nothing 
with it! So if true it still means nothing. W h 'Ho 

In winding this griEjt and unrealized self -exposure up in the section captioned 
"On Compiracip^t and Conspirators (153-5) Helanson begins, "vb)y the logic of ■‘‘■ay's version" 
(and I 'j/i sure that “ay gaVe him no "version" of his title) Bay's version of his role in 
this case, it was undeniably a conspiracy." In this he confused between the way Stay's 
Efcfeotkfcz mind works, which he does not understand in any wyjC at all, with the way he 
thinks. He says that (^ay claims he w^as a fall guy, which ought be obvious to jfiyone with 
any factual knowledge of even the official story, yet he then says h gave ■“■ay" several 
clear, sympathetic opportunities -if not direcT invitations - to ruminate ^sic) on the 
conspirators whom he insisted framed him." He apparently never asked himself why, after 
two decades, -lay shoulc^iave done this or how it could have helped “ay if he had -why Hay 
should have to him of all people. By the "theory" that others believe Bay was merely 
making smoke screens to “hide his own guilt" Helanson says Hay "should have been eager 
tm impress tills int.;rviewer"-I>f elanson. Why? Haw could he possibly see himself as this 
important to j^ay? His answer is that he is "a professor who writes books',' after all!!!" 

In winding up Helanson says that in ills efforts to get flay "to open up about the 
Galt alias, I mentioned one of my hypotheses was that if Hay succeeded in getting to 
Angola, the conspirators would have tried to neatly dispose of him there." He next says ^t 
that "flay’p. reaction was silence but singularly intense in ccqipariopn with the rest of the 
interview." He says that when Bay nodded, that was "agreement." Of course he can imagine 
anything but flay must have wondered what in the hell was going on in Helanson 's mind. 

Then Kell^es^ says that "logically" followed by his special interpretations of 
Bay's nodding, "if “ay can agree that the conspirators planned to eliminate him in $968, 
he jicannot be sure he has nothing to f£ar now" This is really rabid, craay. And above all 
this stupidity and nonsense , , why should Ray be more afraid of getting eliminated after 
two decades in which it dicta, t happen? Why should he now be more afraid and spill his 
guts to the professor who, after all, writes book?, (Hot the only author Hay spoke tofo 


u nly the le- ist known one ! ) 


, .1 , 
Thank God the end if close-obay i - iyg pages of Chapter 14, "Toward ebjti 
is not toward it and it is nor indicated here;. 156-9) 


torical Truth." -H 



^hla also begins with a flaunting of professorial ignorance, when Molanson says 
that "a good deal of whatever -‘■ay knows may be counterproductive to hiss oursuit of a new 
IsSc) trial." %_hag_ng^ ;J-L ul^L .jaAaL and the only available avenue under the law for 
him to get a trial is "new” evidence. Anything Hay knew is not new and can't bs usodin 
any effort to get him a trial. ' 

Melanson says that _ in this book he has "illuminated" the conspiracy. He actually 
writes that he has established it. 

He says tliat e en without Hay's help "the king assassination can be effectively pur- 
sued by investigators" with Subpoena powers "and an adequate field staff," whatever in " 
the professorial mind that is,- 

-here is, as he_does not indicate, quite a limit to official bodies with both 
jurisdiction and suoposlena power ana £ know of none that would even dream of this now, 
regalrdless oi I-ielanson's firm belief that his silly theory is real. ()His important 
new leads and neglected only leads.) ife, assuming Hay’s guilt as he does, says tiiat the 
purpose ,<ould be "justice." l.'har would track back to his snooks, of course. 

In his noting the "versions of truths the country has been given he omits one: 
that Ray was innocent. 

___Ke_still again says the spoks did iti "If as is posited here, responsibility lies 
with ±ha men of clandestine sophistications/ who viewed Xl ing$ as the ultimate red menace...." 

*h e Iasi, words - marked in reading this awful book is fa ilfy regarded as Kelanson's 
epitaph on himself and his book but he uses them to adcO-ess HSCA :"roired in its own 
presume oionu and incompetence." moianson began wish his own presumptions and never departed 
from them and his incompetence is classic. 

— i-i no. enough in.er.-s.ed to .ake the time to check, as X told you when we s ooke 
yesterday/-, but i believe that when w elanson first started taking t£ ne about these aliases 
ne was satisfied that G-alt was a spook and was one of the assassination conspirators. That 
is the opposite of what he now writes. But if this is of interest zo you, I'll take the 
tine. For any future check, I haVe a ifelanson file and it would be fairly early in it. 
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iifte ^ finish fthe proceeding pages - decided to make a perfunctory check of ray 
file of correspondence with Melanson because of the seriousness of some of my Siticisms. 

I just slcinmed his fetters , without reading them, for a few clues, Tliis is rei'feeteu in 
the fev/ selections - made after tliis cursury examination. Thera could well be mor e lifoe 
these illustrations. I an not integrating then with the proceeding pages^. — *?pL**> ust& J 

0n 2/20/a4 he was aware that although in the book he credits the /"Starve " in the 
Galt name as hay used it, he knew ve y well that it is _ who figured that outsat. {33&) 

as I now recall he had his weird theory about ‘the fat nan,-' before he knew the name 
and that he got the name from me when he asked what - have on the fa's nan. ills 6 / 14/04 
reflects that I sent him those of the PBIM records I’d gotten in the FOIa litigation of 
which I'd made duplicate copies for subject filing. 35SS8H He thanked me for them 6/14/84- 
As this cones/out in Ids book 1,59)'%.. one document obtained by the author had failed to 
delete the name , " 'd clieap ^^.cl^-j8ecause the name was freely available to 
anyone from me, as he got it, or from the FBI's public reading room, he indented the 
totally unnecessary pseudonym Bolton. He then, having gotten all the information from 
these FBI records I'd given him, pretends a major investigative accomplislimen^y/1 located 
William Bllton in 1984," the feat magnified by the false pretense that he was feiien 
by U& and Canadian police so the press could not find him. (333; 

I indicate above tliat he got nothing from the CIA by his request except copies 
of (only somc^f what)iie knew I had obtained by litigation, vie had discussed this before 
he wrote this letter and despite knowing what ,-i. say he uses what can be taken as ambi- 
guous language ("Ola 1-ilK documents rleased to me ", emph. added.) On 6/1 y I let him know 
that he had gotten only some of what I'd gotten via that litigation (330 ) and his book 
holds no indication that he made a My further effort to g ez anything else from the Ola. 

(in this letter I also identified Jah Kennedy to him, with a description of Kennedy JFs 
politics and views.) J 

With regard to the duplicate .Alabama drivers license gotten by someone else for 
Hay, I decided to refer to my reference to what he says about this and cannot locate in 
by means of his index, x t is a pisspoor apology for an index and is also inaccurate. For 
example, what he says about the fat man begins pages before the first index citation. 

Hay told Iielanson that he did not get that license, that soneohfo else did, perhaps $aoul. 
//elanson says, "this is a suggestion which, to the author's knowledge, Bay has never 
made before.'/ 153- also quotes Hay on all the nail being laid in the opna on a tb^le 
there, where anyone could get it. He knew nothing at all about this and wrote asking me for 
information 9/18/84. 133 D2) I replied two days later *,3301 ) Before this I’d discussed 
with him at some length what X indicate in /sameup, that I way without dofybt that Q ay 
was being manipulated up ntil the tine of the assassination and that there had to 
have been someone likei Haoul and that he had met .Raoul at this Birmingham roominghouse. 
ky reply, without any checking, from recollection, and, of course, what I'd gotten from 
Hay is a description of how th-aaail was handled there, my own beli ef that tins was one 
of the indications of a conspiracy, and that someone in B'ham xk or who went there for 
that purpose did get the license. 

I ref err to his ignorance about the matters he lumps under ballistics. He reflected 
this ignorance in asking me about the shell casing 2/26/85 (33B2) I began my reply with 
what he should have taken as a caution, "He the shell casing, I ask agaen if you've read 
Hrameup or is your reading diet limited to junk?" I then go into what was in pJHKHI, as 
if he'd done any real research at the FBI reading room he'd have known, (331>1 ) He does 
not reflect his source in h:_s book. (l responded to him in some of these letters in such 
haste I did not read and correct them.) 

I do not recall what he satis in the book about Rav* s letter to 8 0 uth africe and 
about vilii ch he asked me 3/2/85. he claism to have been responsible for dioslosure of tliat 
letter (139). Under the Freedom of Information Act, the author fobtain" tliis letter, and 

he hippodromes this ifif a childish way by giving, the FBI's, identification of it,"q334jf" 

\ he does not explain, proDaDl-wbecau.se ho doesn z know, wnat "dns number represents.; 
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m njt response (.these are X&'l and 2) I told bin 1 lacked means of retrieving- it. 
ks i’d told him , I'd supposedly gotten all the lab records. I also told him the matter 
had been widely reported, what Way had told me and ny opinion of it, that his was a credible 
explanation, i'd also told him that what HSC& had done was to simply remove the 1131 
identification numbers from copies of its records already disclosed to me. In this 
instance} ilBCn bad not, perhaps because it was not easily done. In any event, he did know 
that wha- he claims he got under FOla had been published earlier by liSCA with this FBI 
lab identification njaaber. So much for his claims to have brought anything at all to light! 


1 refer to his lack ofi honesty in crediting Jerry llcKnight with what Jerry had 
gotten from me and that Helanson knew this. It was easier and cheaper for the copying to 
be done at Hood than on our primitive machine, so in response to several of his letters 
i wrote Mia on 3/7 /b 5 tliat Jerry had copied ny aanaids Invaders and Sanitation Strike files 


tnat I'd gotten from the FBI and even that an honors paper had been done on them that 
he might want to read. So, he knew what lie was doing, aj, he did throughout with all such 


dishonesties of varying degrees. V Doing the copying of 
cheaper because of the difference between their copies 
on them. The *-ood machine is also faster. Currently thi 


ny records at hood is always 
and ours and the costs of copies 
.s is being done for another who 


has sought and gotten help from me without telling me he is writing a bock on this and 


after telling me that he represents Kay in some legal matters, Bill Fepper. He’s had a 


student searching here and I suggested tliat in those two files it would be cheaper and 


taster it they use the copies ^ let Hood have. 1'n not concerned about the lack of credit 
but I an addressing honesty, principle and standards, personal and professional.) 


Whether or not a re .-.ding of this correspondence file would disclosre other usch 
iliustrations , - consider that the few in which special words naught ny eye are adequwate 
to confirm the serious .negations I made above. 



February 20, 1984 


Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Rd. 
Frederick, MD 21701 


Dear Harold; 

m ,-U f™ f n “ he P rocess of doing some background research on the 
Martin Luther King case and there is one particular facet which 
intrigues me, and which you raised questions about ("Key 
Qu stions. Major Doubts," in The Assassinations, Dallas and 
|eyond) I have a hunch that~he Toronto aliases used by Ray 
are c ™cial to the case. I have the Toronto newspaper clippings 
from '-968, pointing to the similarities between Ray and Gaifc-. 

Up f e ™ an, , and S " e £ d » atC * And 1 have read the HSCA hearings; 

Th ® intervievre wi th Ray only succeed in his restating that he 

got his alias^from the library. As you probably know, the real 
Galt evidently greatly resembled Ray, even including scars, and 
was eight years older but looked younger (this can't be devined 
from newspapers and birth announcements). Toronto papers report 
that Galt; was a crack rifle shot, had traveled to Memphis, had 
worked on a secret Canadian Gov. project (the latter may exolain 
how he ended up as a Ray alias). 

Do you have any information or insights on this angle 
that you can share? I notice in your article you refer to Galt's 
signature, in which St. V looks like "Starvo," and I wondered 
how you discovered this? 

I'll appreciate any help you can provide. 

Best regards, 

Philip Melanson 
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i’o Will Helanaon from Harold Woisberg 6/19/64 

The CIA King copies you sent (thanks) are from those I got in the FOIA 
suit for its King records. 

The source was not disclosed to we, either. It could even liave been the FBI, 
although disclosing them if the FBI was the source ordinarily would have required. 

FBI approval. For example, Just yeaterday I got from the FBI soma old records that 
the CIA had. They referred them back to the FBI for disclosure to sue. (Thus far 
I've seen nothing new in them.) 

Using an affidavit before the appeals court is exceptional, but so also is 
our situation when the LJ lies to it and mi arepresenta i on basic legal facts* I've 
prepared an affidavit for Jim's usa but as of the last time vie spoke he'd not made 
up hia Bind. I favor attestation,' because it is subject to the penal tie s' of perjury 
and thus jpor**. foraeful than a lawyer/ $ : avguwan t . Jim by now png have completed She 
draft of what he'll file, and I presume will have drawn heavily on that affidavit, 
whether or- no*/ he uses it* You nay want it aa well as a eopy of th® M'u.JSupplenentam 
Kerorsndwa. so you can aoe and if useful use of its lies and' theiP nature* 

Often there is a page limitation, so Jim Day be roatircted J in' the' number Of pages 
ha'ooa file* Or feels would receive attention. I‘ve suggested to, him shat in a ■ . 
footnote ho refer to other misrepresentations and overt lieu than he haa in his 
text, to give iha court an idea of their ^totality*' 1 - ■■■a-i tell. ). 

Why is always a question, when the government lioa r to a court and engagpuiaphe 
most basic Ki^opresexvtation, ^ .. 

Utrupgely, is does not necessarily have special significance, although in this 
case 'I'm inc line d to believe tiiat it has. These people are rarely not untruthful 
iu FOIA matters they contest* It is a way of life for them* 


By the way^ according to David Harrow the withhold 
source on ing as an illegal hi com is Jay Kennedy, 
who married. Beviaon'a divorcSd wife. 



June 14, 1984 


Dear Harold, 

Thanks for the McDouldton documents. Regarding the list of 
CIA MLK documents released to me, I enclosed a copy of page 1 
item 3 (671005-A) in case you don't have it (you asked about it 
in your 6/4 letter). Regarding page 3 item 3 on the list 
(93087-68) there were no composite photos released. Regarding 
item 660715, I copied it and sent it on (it does not reveal what 
the source of the notes and receipts was, so far as I can tell). 

Thanks for letting me know about the appeals brief. It would 
be of value to me, so I shall do as you / suggest and get a copy 
from Jim later on. 


Best regards 



t aJI 


/AASS 

0273 ? 



*£te f finish (the preceediiii; pages i decided to make a perfunctory check of my 
file of correspondence with Molanson because of the seriousness of some of my Siticisms. 

1 just skimmed his letters, without reading them, dor a few clues. Shis is reffected in 
the few selections ^ made after tliis curaury examination. There could well be more lille 
tlie.'.o illustrations. I am not integrating them with the proceeding 

0n 2/20/U4 he was aware tiiat although in the book he credits the/"Starvo" in the 
Unit name as hay used it, he knew ve -y well that it is I who figured that out;®:. 1 35k) 

as I now recall he had his weird theory about "the fat nan/ before he knew the name 
and that lie got the name from me when he asked wliat M have on the fat man. His 6/14/84 
reflects that I sent him those of the Fill'd records I'd gotten in the i’OIn litigation of 
which I'd nude duplicate copies for subject filing. He thanked me for them 6/14/84. 

as this cones/out in bis book (59) '(...one document obtained by the author had failed to 
delete the name , " f cheap tM.cl^^ecause the narae was freely available to 
anyone from me, as he got it, or from the FBI's public reading room, he invented tlie 
totally unnecessary pseudonym Bolton. He then, having gotten all the information from 
these FBI records I'd given him, pretends a major investigative accomplislimen-fey/T located 
William Bilton in 1984," the feat magnified by the false pretense that he was &Lien,/i 
by U£ and Canadian police so the press could not find him. (33B) 


I indicate above that he got nothing from the CIA. by his request except copies 
of (only somtjftf what)ltie knew I had obtained by litigation. Ve had discussed this before 
he wrote tliis letter and despite knowing what J say he uses what can be taken as ambi- 
guous language (/'Cla KLK documents rlea s ed to me ", emph. added.) On 6/l9 I let him know 
that he liad gotten only some of whaTl ' d gotten via that litigation (33C) and his book 
holds no indication that he made aWy further effort to get anything else from the CIA. 
(In this letter I also identified JaJfa Kennedy to him, with a description of KennedySs 
politics and views.) u 


'With regard to the duplicate Alabama drivers license gotten by someone else for 
.tay, I decided to refer to my reference to what he says about this and cannot locate in 
by means of Ills index. - L t is a pisspoor apology for an index and is also inaccurate. For 
example, what he says about the fat man begins pages before the first index citation. 

Kay told 1-lelamson tiiat he did not get that license, that someohfe else did, peyhaps $aoul. 
/^e Ians on says, "this is a suggestion which, to the author's knowledge, Ha^ has never 
made before. "(l 53- He also quotes Hay on all the mail being laid in the opsk on a tb^le 
there, where anyone could get it. He knew nothing at all about tliis and wrote asking me for 
information c j/l8/U4. (.33 D2) I replied two days later 03Dl) Before this I'd discussed 
with him at some length what 1 indicate in Tfameup , that I wai without d.oii|bt that /?ay 
wan being manipulated up util the time of the assassination and that there had to 
liave been someone like Haoul and that he had met Haoul at this Birmingham roominghouse . 
my reply, without any checking, from recollection, and, of course, what I'd gotten ffrom 
Ray is a description of how tlvdnail was handled there, my own beli ef tiiat this was one 
of the indications of a conspiracy, and that someone in B'ham ah or whe went there for 
tiiat purpose did get the license. 


I refe r to his ignorance about the matters he lumps under ballistics. He reflected 
tliis ignorance in asking me about the shell casing 2/26/85 (33B2) I be^an my reply with 
what he should have taken as a caution, "He the shell casing, I ask agawi if you've read 
Frame up or is your re ailing diet limited to junk?" I then go into what was in {jUHKIiJ, as 
if he'd done any real research at the FBI reading room he'd have known, (35LI ) He does 
not reflect his source in has book. (I responded to him in some of these letters in such 
haste I did not read and correct them.) 


1 do not recall wliat he said in the book about Kay o s letter to 8 0 uth africe and 
uoout wliich he asked me 3/2/85. He claism to have been responsible foy dioslosure of t! 
letter (139) Under the Freedom of Information Act, the author ^obtain" this letter, a 

i'Re^Ses^o't^explain^pr o oa^l^Secaune^lie^ioesS 1 t^feiowt wlia^tliis^nuufeer represenist f 


tiiat 



In ny response l, these are 3>'1 and 2) I told him I lacked means of retrieving it. 

«-s I’d "told him, I'd supposedly gotten all the lab records. I also told him the matter 
had been widely reported, what hay had told me and my opinion of it, that his was a credible 
explanation. I'd also told him chat wliat HSCa had done was to simply remove the FBI 
identification numbers from copies of its records already disclosed to me. In this 
instance itiOn liad not, perhaps because it was not easily done. In any event, he did know 
tliat what he claims he got under FOIa had been published earlier by HSGA. with this FBI 
lab identification number. Bo much for liis claims to liave brought anything at all to light! 

I refer to his lack ofi honesty in crediting Berry licKnight with wliat Jerry had 
gotten from me arid tnat nelanson knew this. It was easier and cheaper for the copying to 
be done at Hood than on our primitive machine, so in response to several of his letters 
J- ..rote liim on p/7/ 5 tiiat Jerry had copied ny xvaiixa. Invaders and Sanitation Strike files 
that I'd gotten from the FBI and even that an honors paper had been done on them that 
he might want to read. So, he know what he was doing, aj£ he did throughout with all such 
dishonesties of varying degrees. iBoing the copying of my records at Hood is always 
cheaper because of the difference between their copies and ours and the costs of copies 
on them. The c-ood machine is also faster. Currently this is being done for another who 
has sought and gotten help from me without telling me lie is writing a book on this and 
after telling me that lie represents Hay in some legal matters, Bill Fepper. He's had a 
student searching hero and 1 suggested that in those t..o files it would be cheaper and 
faster if they use the copies - let Hood liave. I'm not concerned about the lack of credit 
but i an addressing honesty, principle and standards, personal and professional.) 

Whether or not a re. .ding of this correspondence file would disclosre other usch 
illustrations, 1 consider tiiat the few in wiiich special words aaught ny eye are adequate 
to confirm the serious .negations I made above. 



